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60604-3590

Re:  Request for Information Pursuant to Section 104(e) of CERCLA for the
Gary Development Landfill Site located at 479 Cline Avenue, in the City of

Gary, Indiana
(CERCLA ID Ne. IND077005916)

- Dear Ms. Sheppard:

Enclosed please find Georgia-Pacific LLC’s collective response to the three requests for
information pursuant to section 104(e) of CERCLA that Georgia-Pacific has received regarding
the Gary Development Landfill Superfund Site (the “Site”). Please note that any further
correspondence regarding this matter should be directed to me.

Very tiyly yours,
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Georgia-Pacific LLC
Law Department
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Re: Request for Information Pursuant to Section 104(e) of CERCLA for the
Gary Development Landfill Site located at 479 Cline Avenue, in the City
of Gary, Indiana
(CERCLA ID No. IND077005916)

Dear Ms. Sheppard:

We learned yesterday from your colleague Nicole Wood-Chi that neither you nor Ms.
Wood-Chi received Georgia-Pacific LL.C’s March 29, 2012 response (and electronic
attachments) to the above-referenced information request. Attached please find a copy of
that response along with two CD-ROMs containing supporting information. A second set of
these materials is also being sent this same day via Federal Express to Ms. Wood-Chi. Please
feel free to contact me with any further questions.

Very truly yours,

“ ”‘"“““‘ff%v\ ™

; L ‘/

John C. Bottini )

/
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Response of Georgia-Pacific LLC to Request for Information Pursuant to Section 104(e) of
CERCLA Regarding the Gary Development Landfill Site Located at 479 Cline Avenue, in
the City of Gary, Lake County, Indiana (CERCLIS ID No, IND077005916)

INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Section 104 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act, as amended (“CERCLA”), Georgia-Pacific LLC (“Georgia-Pacific”)
respectfully submits the following response fo the three requests for information (collectively,
the “Request”) that Georgia-Pacific received regarding the Gary Development Landfill Site in
Gary, Indiana (“Site”), Georgia-Pacific received three separate information requests related to
this Site: one addressed to “Georgia Pacific, Assumed Name: Hopper Paper Company” (received
on December 5, 2011); and two addressed to “H.P, Smith Paper Company, c/o Georgia Pacific”
(one of which was received on November 28, 2011; the second was received on December 5,

2011).

In response to Georgia-Pacific’s request for clarification as to the scope of the Request,
Ms. Nicole Wood-Chi, EPA Regional Counsel, advised Georgia-Pacific, via e-mail dated
December 20, 2011, to “disregard the reference to Hopper Paper Company” and instead respond
to the Request “with the understanding that EPA is infetested in receiving information regarding
Georgia-Pacific’s as well as the H.P. Smith Paper Company’s operations in Indiana, Illinois,
Michigan, Wisconsin, and Ohio from 1970 through 1989.” Accordingly, Georgia-Pacific has
inferpreted all references to “H.P. Smith Paper Company” in the Questions below to include both
H.P. Smith Paper Company and Georgia-Pacific and has limited its responses to the date range
specified by Ms, Wood~Chi, In that same correspondence, Ms. Wood-Chi agreed to an extension
of Georgia-Pacific’s response to March 5, 2012, Via telephone conference on February 24,
2012, Ms, Wood-Chi agreed to an additional extension of Georgia-Pacific’s response to March

29,2012,
A. Limitations on Responses
a. Georgia~Pacific

Georgia-Pacific and its affiliated companies currently operate approximately 200
manufacturing facilities across North America, South America and Europe, ranging from large
pulp, paper and tissue operations to gypsum plants, box plants and building products complexes.
Per Ms, Wood-Chi’s instruction, Georgia-Pacific has limited the scope of its investigation to
information concerning manufacturing operations that it currently owns and/or operates in
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Ohio for the period of time 1970 through 1989.

Georgia-Pacific has surveyed the manufacturing operations that it currently owns and/or
operates in Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois and Wisconsin for information regarding the Gary
Development Landfill. These surveyed facilities were not aware of any information in their
possession related to the Site. Through a review of historic files, Georgia-Pacific has located
. documents that indicate that non-hazardous waste was sent from Georgia-Pacific’s former paper
mill in Gary, Indiana (the “Gary Mill”) to the Site. Accordingly, the Georgia-Pacific responses




provided below solely concern the Gary Mill. In the event Georgia-Pacific uncovers additional
information that would suggest that one of the company’s other current or former facilities has
any connection to the Site, it reserves the right to amend the responses provided herein,

b. H.P. Sinith Paper Company

Per Ms. Wood-Chi’s instruction, Georgia-Pacific understands that the scope of this
Request includes information in Georgia-Pacific’s possession concerning the H.P. Smith Paper
Company (“H.P. Smith”). Georgia-Pacific’s relation to H.P. Smith can be summarized as
follows. On or about October 12, 1983, James River Corporation of Virginia entered into a
Stock Purchase Agreement with Phillips Petroleum Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation
to purchase all the issued and outstanding capital stock of H. P. Smith. On or about April 22,
1985, HLP, Smith merged into James River U,S. Holdings, Inc. On or about Apzil 29, 1989,
James River U.S. Holdings, Inc. merged into James River Paper Company, Inc. On or about
April 30, 1991, James River U.S, Holdings, Inc. sold its Specialty Papers Division (which
included the former H.P, Smith facilities) to Specialty Coatings Group. Through subsequent
name changes and an acquisition, James River Paper Company, Inc. ultimately became Georgia-
Pacific Consumer Products LP, which is currently a wholly-owned subsidiary of Georgia-Pacific

LLC,

Given the corporate history described above, as well as the limited time period during
which Georgia-Pacific’s predecessor actually owned the H.P, Smith (1983-1991), Georgia~
Pacific has been unable to locate much, if any, information (either in the form of documents or
via past or present employees with knowledge) concerning H.P. Smith that is responsive to this
Request. In the event Georgia-Pacific uncovers additional information regarding H.P, Smith that
is responsive to this Request, it reserves the right to amend the responses provided herein.

e, Additional limitations and reservations of rights

To respond to the Request in a timely manner, Georgia-Pacific has based this response on
information available to it at this time. Georgia-Pacific’s information concerning the time period
at issue in this Request is limited as a result of routine document retention practices as well as the
fact that many employees who may have had pertinent knowledge no longer work for the
company, or in some cases, may have passed away. Although Georgia-Pacific believes that this
response is complete, it reserves the right to amend or supplement this or any other response
should it become aware of additional documents or information that it considers material to the

Site.

In the course of performing its review, Georgia-Pacific may have found communications
between it and counsel that are arguably responsive to the Request, but that fall within the
attorney-client or work product privilege. Please be aware that Georgia-Pacific is not providing
documents subject to the attorney-client or work product privileges, and the company does not,
by providing this response, waive any attorney-client or work product privileges.




By this response, Georgia-Pacific does not waive any rights, defenses, claims or
remedies, and makes no admission of any fact, law or liability. Additionally, Georgia-Pacific
does not represent that it subscribes to or agrees with any EPA assumption in the matter of the

Gary Development Landfill Site.

B. Individuals Consulted
The individual who prepared the response on behalf of Georgia-Pacific LL.C is:

John C, Bottini
Senior Counsel —~ Environmental
Georgia-Pacific LL.C
133 Peachiree St.,, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
(404) 652-4883

Exhibit A contains a list of those current and former employees who were consulted in
preparation of this response, Georgia-Pacific requests that the individuals listed in Exhibit A
only be contacted through John C, Bottini, Senior Counsel — Environmental, Georgia-Pacific
LLC, 133 Peachtree St., NE, Atlanta, GA 30303, (404) 652-4883.

C, Confidential Business Information

Georgia-Pacific is claiming confidential business information ("CBI") status for cerfain
information that has been identified as on the attached CD martked *“Confidential Business
Information” (the “CBI CD”). The other CD that is not so labeled contains non-confidential
materials, The information on the CBI CD is presented in compliance with 40 CF.R. §§
2.203(b) and 2.301 pertaining to trade secrets and CBI. The information on the CBI CD is
eligible for CBI freatment under 40 C.F.R. § 2.208 for the following reasons: (a) this claim of
confidentiality does not have any term or expiration and continues indefinitely; (b) Georgia-
Pacific does not release information claimed as CBI to non-employees, except subject to
confidentiality agreements; only limited authorized employees have access to the financial
information and production information claimed as CBI; Georgia-Pacific intends to continue fo
keep internal distribution of this material limited and to prohibit external distribution; (¢} the
information is not, and has not been, obtainable without Georgia-Pacific’s consent by use of
legitimate means; (d) there is no statutory obligation to disclose this information; and (¢}
disclosure of this information would harm Georgia-Pacific’s competitive position by making risk
management information potentially known to Georgia-Pacific’s competitors.

D. Attachments

As stated above, enclosed with this letter are two compact discs (“CD”) that contain the
referenced files in Adobe Acrobat (pdf) format unless otherwise noted, One CD contains those
responses and documents that Georgia-Pacific considers CBI. The other CD contains all other
responses and documents. These documents and the responses in this letter have been organized
to be consistent with the format of the questions in the Request, Where one document is relevant
to more than one question, a single copy of that document has been provided,
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RESPONSES TO SPECIFIC QUESTIONS

1, Provide copies of all documents, recoxrds, and correspondence in your possession
relating fo Gary Development Landfill,

Exhibit 1 contains copies of all documents, records, and correspondence in Georgia-
Pacific’s possession that concern the Gary Mill and/or H.P, Smith’s relationship fo the Site.

2. Tdentify and describe, and provide all documents that vefer or relate to: -

a, The precise location, address, and name of the facility where disposal,
treatment, unloading, management, and handling of the hazardous substances
eccurred, Provide the official name of the facility and a description of the facility
where each hazardous substance involved in such fransactions was actaally disposed

or freated,

Georgia-Pacific is unsure as to the intended scope of Question 2 and ifs subparts, but
assumes for purposes of this tesponse that EPA is seeking information regarding any Georgia-
Pacific or H.P, Smith facility that sent hazardous substances to the Site, Georgia-Pacific is aware
of two facilities that may have sent material to the Site: (1) an HL.P. Smith facility referenced in
an October 14, 1996 memorandum prepared by the Indiana Depattment of Environmental
Management (the “1996 IDEM Memo”, a copy of which is attached in Exhibit 2(a)); and (2)
Georgia-Pacific’s former Gary Mill. Each of these facilities is discussed below.

H.P. Smith Paper Company

As described above, a predecessor of Georgia-Pacific, James River Company of Virginia,
purchased the stock of HL.P, Smith from Phillips Petroleum Company and Phillips Petroleum
Foundation, Inc. on October 17, 1983, According to the 1983 stock purchase agreement, H.P.
Smith owned two facilities at that time: (a) a facility located at 5001 West 66™ Street, Village of
Bedford Park (Chicago), Illinois 60638; and (b) a facility located at 2000 Industrial Park Road,
Towa City, Iowa 52240. A copy of the 1983 stock purchase agreement which references these
two facilities is attached in Exhibit 2(a).

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to locate any information that would allow it to
determine which H.P Smith facility is identified in the 1996 IDEM Memo, According to the
1996 IDEM Memo, P, Smith is listed in a March 11, 1977 letter as one of sixteen (16)
generators that allegedly sent waste to the Site. The 1996 IDEM Memo does not identify an
address for H.P. Smith. Futthermore, the Memo notes that H.P. Smith’s disposal site was listed
as “Midwest Solvent Recycling Corporation (MIDCO).” Thus, it is unclear from the 1996
IDEM Memo whether H.P, Smith sent any waste to the Site. It is likewise unclear whether the
“drum waste” attributed to H.P. Smith was a “hazardous substance,” as that term is defined in the

Request.!

1 Aside from the 1996 IDEM Memeo, the only documents concerning H.P, Smith’s waste disposal practices
generally that Georgia-Pacific has been able to locate were obtained from EPA as a result of a FOIA request dated
November 24, 2003 regarding the Lake Catumet Cluster Superfund Site. Those documents have been previously
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Georgia-Pacific’s Former Gary Mill

TFrom 1964 until 2002, Georgia-Pacific owned and operated an industiial tissue
manufacturing facility at Second Place and Waite Street, Gary, Indiana 46401, A review of
available information regarding waste disposal practices at the Gary Mill for the time petiod
1970 through 1989 suggests that process residuals (in the form of clarifier sludge) and
miscellaneous office and mill frash — neither of which met the definition of “hazardous
substance” — were, at various times, transported from the Gary Mill to the Site.

All liquid process wastes produced at the Gary Mill were prefreated in a primary clarifier
prior to discharging the effluent into the Gary Sanitary Sewer District. Suspended solids,
consisting primarily of cellulose fiber and clay fragments, were removed from the clarifier in the
form of sludge (heteinafter the “process residuals™), Based on a series of test results completed
during the period 1970 through 1989 and attached in Exhibit 2(a), the process residuals were
repeatedly determined not o be hazardous waste and the State of Indiana authorized the disposal
of the residuals at municipal landfills as well as the Site.

Beginning in or around 1969 and continuing until 1983, the Gary Mill piped its process
residuals to two, 6.1-acre lagoons for dewatering and storage. The lagoons were located
approximately 0.25 miles northwest of the Gary Mill on property owned by Georgia-Pacific. In
or around 1983, the Gary Mill added a screw press to dewater sludge from the clarifier such that
storage in the lagoons was no longer necessaty except as needed to facilitate closure of the

lagoons,

In 1976 and 1977, the holding lagoons were cleaned (one lagoon was completely cleaned;
the other partially cleaned), and the process IGSIdllaIS were hauled to the Site by Industrial
Disposal Corporation of East Chicago, Indiana.* According to a state inspector, it was estimated
that 300,000 cubic yards of process residuals were fransported from the Gary Mill lagoons to the
Site, although Georgia-Pacific has not been able fo confirm that estimate. Georgia-Pacific is not
aware of any other shipments of process residuals from the Gary Mill to the Site from 1970
through 1989, Beginning in or around 1970 and continuing at least through 1982, the Gary Mill
also contracted with Industrial Disposal Corporation of East Chicago, Indiana to dispose of
miscellaneous office waste and mill trash at the Site. Available documentation referencing these

transactions is attached in Exhibit 1,

b. If the location or facility of such disposal, freatment, unloading, management
and handling is a different location or facility than what was originally
intended, please provide all documents that relate and/or refer to why the
substances came to be located at the different location or facility.

submitted to EPA Region 5, but for the sake of completeness, a set of those documents is also included with this
response in Exhibit 2(a). To be clear, none of these docurnents concerns the Gary Development Landfill Site, and

thus Geor; gxa—Pamf’ ¢ does not believe these are relevant to this Request,
2 At or near the time of this transaction, Industrial Disposal Corporation’s contact information as listed as

follows: Industrial Disposal Corporation, 4208 Elm Sireet, Bast Chicago, Indiana (mailing address); 1102 E,
Columbus Drive, East Chicago, Indiana (garage and ofﬁce), Dan McArdle, Opex ation Superintendent (219-397~

2664).
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As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

¢, The nature, including the chemical content, characteristics, physical state
(e.g., solid, liguid) and quantity (velume and weight) of all hazardous
substances involved in each arrangement.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

d. All intermediate sites where the hazardous substances involved in each
arrangement were transshipped, or where they were stored or held, any time

prior to final treatment or disposal.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

e, In general terms, the nature and quantity of the non-hazardous substances
involved in each such arrangement,

Georgia-Pacific’s response to Question 2(a) above summarizes the information and
documents it has located concerning any non-hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary
Mill to the Site from 1970 through 1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in
its possession regarding H.P. Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in

response to Question 2(a).

f. The conditien of the transferred matexial containing hazardous substances
when it was stored, disposed, treated or transported for disposal or treatment,

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia~Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

g. The markings on and type, condition and number of containers in which the
hazardous materials were confained when they were stored, disposed,
freated, or fransported for disposal or treatment, '




As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site dwring the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

h, Al tests, analyses, analytical results and manifests concerning each
hazardous substance involved in each transaction. Please include information
regarding who conducted the test and how the test was condueted (bateh
sampling, representative sampling, splits, composite, ete.)

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

i, The final disposition of each of the hazardous substances involved in each
arvangement,

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

J.  All persons, including you, who may have entered info an agreement or
confract for the disposal, freafment or transportation of a hazardous
substance at or to the Site. Please provide the persons' titles and

departments/offices.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

i The names, addresses, and telephone numbers of persons or entities
who received the hazardous substances from the persons deseribed in

2(j) above,

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site duting the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific ha$ any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a}.

il. Amy person with whom the persons deseribed in 2(j) made such
arrangements,




As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

iii. The dates when each person described in 2(j) made such
arrangements and provide any documentation.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the petiod 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

iv. The steps you or other persons, including persons identified in 2(j)
ahove took to reduce the spillage or leakage. Please identify any
operational manuals or policies (e.g. a facility's spill control policy)
which address the management of spills and leaks and provide any

documentation,

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill ta the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

v, The amount paid by you, or other persons referred to in 2(j) above in
connection with each transaction for such arrangement, the method of
payment, and the identity of the persons involved. Please provide any
contacts, written agreements, or documentation reflecting the fexms of

the agreements.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mili to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(z).

vi, The amount of money received by you or other persons referred to in
2(j) above for the sale, transfer, or delivery of any material containing
hazardous substances and provide any documentation. I the material
was repaired, refurbished, or reconditioned, how much money was

paid for this service?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).




k. 'Who controlled and/or transported the hazardous substances prior to
delivery to the Site? Provide agreements and/or documents showing the times
when each party possessed the hazardous substances, )

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection fo the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

I.  The owner(s) or possessor(s) (persons in possession) of the hazardous

substances involved in each arrangement for disposal or freatinent of the

" substances, If the ownership{s) changed, when did this change(s) occur?
Please provide documents deseribing this fransfer of ownership, including
the date of transfer, persons involved in the transfer, reason for the transfer
of ownership, and details of the arrangement({s) such as contracts,
agreements, efe, If you did nof own the hazardous substances when shipped,
who did own it and how did you come to own the hazardous substances?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

m, Who sclected the Iocation where the hazardous substances were to be
disposed oy treated?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gaty Mill fo the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

n. How were the hazardous substances or maferials containing hazardous
substances planned to be used at the Site?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that wete sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

0. What was done to the hazardous substances once they were brought fo the
Site, including any service, repair, recycling, treatment, or disposal.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from its Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
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1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

p. What activities were typically conducted at the Site or the specific facility
where the hazardous substances were sent? What were the common business
practices at the Site? How and when did you ebtain this information?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response fo Question 2(a).

q. How were the hazardous substances fypically used, handled, ox disposed of at
the Site?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

r. How long did you have a relationship with the owner(s) and/or operator(s) of
the Site?

Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information responsive to this Question other than
that which is provided in response to Question 2(a) above.

s, Did you have any influence over waste disposal activities at the Site? If so,
how?

Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information responsive to this Question other than
that which is provided in response to Question 2(a) above.

t.  What percentage of your total hazardous substances went to the Sife?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a),

u. What steps did you take to dispose of or treat the hazardous substances?
Please provide documents, agreements and/or contracts reflecting these

steps.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site duting the petiod 1970 to
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1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

v, What invol{fement (if any) did you have in selecting the particulayr means and
method of disposal of the hazardous substances.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

w. At the time you transferred the hazardous substances, what did you intend to
happen to the hazardous substances? Please provide any confracts, written
agreements, and/ox other documentation reflecting the intention of the
parties. If you do not have such documents and/or maferials, please so state.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989, To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H,P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

x, With respect to all transactions involving hazardous substances, at the time
of the trapsaction, specify the measures you took to determine the actual
means of treatment, disposal or other uses of hazardous substances, Provide
information you had about the treafment and disposal practices at the Site,
What assurances, if any, were you given by the owners/operators at the Site
regarding the proper handling and ultimate disposition of the materials you
sent there?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill fo the Site during the petiod 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

y. What efforts, if any, did you fake to investigate the nature of the operations
conducted at the Site and the environmental compliance of the Site prior to
selling, transferring, delivering (e.g., for repair, consignment, or joint-
venture), disposing of, or arranging for the treatment or disposal of any
hazardous substances. - :

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Geotgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P,
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).
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7. Was there a shrinkage/spillage provision or [oss allowance in the contract, or
an understanding outside of the confract? As a part of the transaction, was
there any penalty for shvinkage, spillage, or loss? Did the arrangement
acknowledge that spills would oceur?

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regatding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

3, Provide names, addresses and telephone numbers of any individuals including
former and current employees, who may be knowledgeable of H,P, Smith's
operations and hazardous substances handling, storage and disposal practices,

Those current Georgia-Pacific employees who may have knowledge regarding the Gary
Mill’s operations and hazardous substance handling, storage and disposal practices include Garry
Griffith and Scott Rois, both of whom are listed in Exhibit A. Georgia-Pacific requests that the
individuals listed in Exhibit A only be contacted through John C. Bottini, Senior Counsel —
Environmental, Georgia-Pacific LLC, 133 Peachtree St., NE, Atlanta, GA 30303, (404) 652-

4883, A

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any past or present employees who have
knowledge regarding H.P. Smith’s operations, and therefore Georgia-Pacific has no information

responsive to this request as it pertains to H.P. Smith,

4, State the date(s) on which the drums and/ox hazardous substances were sent,
brought or moved to the Site and the names, addresses and telephone numbers of
the person(s) making arrangements for the drums fo be sent, brought or moved to

the Site.

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to
1989. To the extent Georgia-Pacific has any information in its possession regarding H.P.
Smith’s connection to the Site, that information is set forth in response to Question 2(a).

5. List all federal, state and local permits and/or registrations issued to H.P. Smith for
the transport and/or disposal of materials,

Georgia-Pacific has identified the following approvals (attached in Exhibit 5) issued by
the State of Indiana for the time period 1970 through 1989 for the disposal of process residuals
and miscellaneous trash from the Gary Mill:

a. April 16, 1975 memo and accompanying letter from State of Indiana approving the
disposal of process residuals from the Gary Mill’s lagoons at various construction

landfills,
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b. January 31, 1977 letter from the Indiana Stream Pollution Control Board approving
the process residuals and miscellaneous trash disposal practices at the Gary Mill,
including the delivery of the residuals and miscellaneous trash to the Site (attached in

Exhibit 1),

¢, Correspondence from the Indiana Environmental Management Board to Indiana
Waste Systems, Inc. dated August 11 and September 14, 1982 approving the disposal
of process residuals from the Gary Mill at the Wheeler Landfill, OPP. No. 64-3,

Porter County, Indiana,

d, August 18, 1983 letfer from the Indiana Environmental Management Board to Clark
Materials Handling, Inc. approving the disposal of process residuals from the Gary
Mill at the Gary Airport exclusion site. . ;

Based on the H.P, Smith waste handling documentation referenced in footnote I above, a
special waste disposal application was submitted in 1981 to the Illinois Environmental Profection
Agency by Alburn, Inc, for the disposal of waste solvents from H.P. Smith’s Chicago, Illinois
facility. H.P. Smith was later assigned Generator Number 0316000246, Georgia-Pacific has
been unable to identify any additional documents or past or present employees who have
knowledge regarding the operations of H.P, Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have
any additional information responsive to this Question as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

6. Which shipments or arrangements were sent under each permit? If what happened
to the hazardous substances differed from what was specified in the permit, please
state, to the best of your knowledge, the basis or reasons for such difference.

Georgia-Pacific has not been able to identify any information, beyond that which is listed
in the response to Question 5, that indicates which, if any, shipments or arrangements were sent
to the Site between 1970 and 1989 under any waste disposal permit issued fo the Gary Mill,

The waste manifests attached in Exhibit 2(a) identify waste shipments that were made
from H.P. Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility to Alburn, Inc.’s facility at 119" Street, Chicago,
Illinois, Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any additional documents or past or present
employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P. Smith, and therefore Georgia- .
Pacific does not have any additional information responsive to this Question as it pertains to H.P.

Smith,

7. Were all hazardous substances fransported by licensed carriers fo hazardous waste
TSDFs permitted by the U.S. EPAY

As set forth in response to Question 2(a) above, Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any
hazardous substances that were sent from the Gary Mill to the Site during the period 1970 to

1989.

The waste manifests attached in Exhibit 2(a) indicate that shipments of hazardous
substances from H.P. Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility to Alburn, Inc.’s facility at 1 19% Styeet,
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Chicago, Illinois were conducted by D & J Waste Refuse, who was licensed fo transport such
wastes pursuant to EPA Identification No. ILT 180011397 and state Solid Waste Hauler

Registration No. 0868.

8. List all federal, state and local permits and/or registrations and their respective
permit numbers issued for the fransport and/or disposal of wastes.

Based on information available to Georgia-Pacific, the company responsible for hauling
non-hazardous waste from the Gary Mill to the Site, Industrial Disposal Company, transported
this waste pursuant to Permit No. IN-4507-1000-11. Information in Georgia-Pacific’s
possession related to the approvals obtained by other third parties for the transport and/or
disposal of waste fiom the Gary Mill duting the period of 1970 through 1989 is provided in
response to Question 5 above,

The waste manifests attached in Exhibit 2(a) indicate that shipments of hazardous
substances from FLP, Smith’s Chicago, 1llinois facility to Alburn, Inc.’s facility at 119" Street,
Chicago, Illinois were conducted by D & J Waste Refuse, who was licensed to transport such
wastes pursuant to EPA Identification No, ILT 180011397 and state Solid Waste Hauler
Registration No. 0868, The disposal site of the wastes, Alburn, Inc., was assigned EPA
Identification No. ILD000716852, Georgia-Pacific has been unable fo identify any additional
documents or past or present employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P.
Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have any additional information responsive fo this

Question as it pertains to H.P, Smith.

9. Does your company or business have a permif or permits issued under RCRA?
Does it have, or has it ever had, a permit or permits under the hazardous substance
Iaws of the State of Indiana? Does your company or business have an EPA
Identification Number, or an identification nmmber supplied by the State
Environmental Protection Agency? Supply any such identification number(s) your
company or business has.

The Gary Mill submitted a protective Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application to
EPA on or about November 19, 1980. On August 6, 1984, EPA Region 5 accepted Georgia-
Pacific’s request to withdraw this same application. In this same letter, Region 5 concluded that
the Gary Mill was not required to have a hazardous waste permit under Section 3005 of RCRA,
A copy of the referenced correspondence between the Gary Mill and EPA Region 5 is attached in
Exhibit 9. The EPA identification number assigned to the Gary Mill at that time was
IND003938800. Georgia-Pacific is not aware of any other permits issued to the Gary Mill
during the time period 1970 through 1989 that concern state or federal hazardous substance laws.

Georgia-Pacific has not been able to identify any information regarding the RCRA
permitting status, if any, of any H.P, Smith facility for the time period 1970 through 1989.
Based on the H.P, Smith waste handling documentation referenced in footnote 1 above, a special
waste disposal application was submitted to the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency by
Alburn, Ine, for the disposal of waste solvents from H.P. Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility. H.P.
Smith was later assigned a Generator Number 0316000246. The current EPA identification

1
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numbers listed by EPA for the two former H.P. Smith properties identified in the response to
Question 2(a) are (1) ILD005120423 (for 5001 West 66 Street, Chicago, Iilinois); and (2)
IAD050691617 (for 2000 Industrial Park Road, Iowa City, Jowa).

10. Identify whether a Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity was ever filed with the
EPA or the corresponding agency or official of the State of Indiana, the date of such
filing, the wastes described in such notice, the quantity thercof described in such
notice, and the identification number assigned to such facility by EPA or the state
agency or official.

The Gary Mill submitted a Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity to EPA Region S,
and received an acknowledgement from Region 5 on October 2, 1981, The following waste
codes were listed in the Notification: FO01 (spent halogenated solvents used in degreasing), FO02
(spent halogenated solvents), FO03 (spent non-halogenated solvents), F004 (spent non-
halogenated solvents), U002 (acetone), U122 (formaldehyde), U154 (methyl alcohol), and U220
(toluene). Georgia-Pacific has not been able to identify the quantity of the wastes referenced in
the Notification materials. The EPA identification number assigned to the Gary Mill was

IND003938800.

See response to Question 9 for regponsive information in Georgia-Pacific’s possession
concerning H.P. Smith.

11, Provide the correct name and addresses of your plants and other buildings or
stroctures where H.P, Smith carried out operations in Indiana and Tllinois
(excluding locations where ONLY clerical/office work was performed).

See response to Question 2(a) above for the correct names and addresses of facilities
owned by H.P. Smith and Georgia-Pacific at any time from 1970 through 1989 in Illinois and
Indiana that may have had a connection to the Site.

12, Provide a schematic diagram oy flow chart that fully describes and/or illustrates
your company's operations.

Please see the document attached in Exhibit 12 for information responsive fo this
Question as it pertains to the Gary Mill, Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information in its
possession that is responsive to this Question as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

13, Provide a brief description of the nature of your company's operations af each
Ioeation including: If the nature or size of your company's operations changed over
time, describe these changes and the dates they occurred.

The history of the Gary Mill, fo the best of Georgia-Pacific’s knowledge, is described as
follows. The facility was built in or atound 1948 by Gary Post Tribune and was known as the
Gary Paper Mill. In 1953, the mill (under the same ownership) began making wallpaper and
became known as the Beverly Mill, In 1955, the Beverly Mill was purchased by Steiner
Corporation of Ametica and began producing toweling papet. Georgia-Pacific acquired the nxill
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in 1964 and manufactured industrial tissue at the facility until 2002, at which time the mill was
sold to SCA. At some point prior to 1973, it is believed that the Gary Mill added a converting
room, shipping warchouse, wastewater treaiment primary clarifier, a felt section and a 12-foot
Yankee dryer. Beginning in or around 1968 and continuing until 1983, the facility piped process
residuals to two approximately 6.1 acre storage lagoons located approximately 0.25 mile
northwest of the Gary Mill, In or around 1983, the Gary Mill added a screw press to dewater
shudge from the clarifier such that storage in the lagoons was no longer necessary except as
needed to facilitate closure of the lagoons. See Bxhibit 13 for additional information relevant to

historical operations at the Gary Mill.

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify relevant documents or past or present
employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P. Smith, and therefore Georgia-
Pacific does not have any information responsive to this Question as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

14. List the types of raw materials used in your company's operafions, the products
manufactured, recycled, recovered, treated, or ofherwise processed in these

operations.

Georgia-Pacific’s operations at the Gary Mill can be described as follows. Waste paper
was purchased from waste paper dealers. This waste paper was placed into large (6° to 12
diameter) tanks (also known as pulpers or beaters) with an agitator in the bottom similar to a
Waring blender, Water was then added and this paper was beaten to a slush form. This slush
stock was cleaned of debris prior to being pumped to a fourdinier paper machine that made a

continuous web of paper toweling.

The Gary Mill used various process additives in its re-pulping and paper-making
operations at the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989, Given the length of time Georgia-Pacific
operated the Gary Mill, Georgia-Pacific cannot identify how long (or how much) the following

additives may have been used in its processes,

The following chemicals were added to the pulpers in the waste paper process: caustic
soda, SOLVOX 261 and sulfuric acid. The following chemicals were added to the water or slush
stock on the paper machine: (1)-sulfuric acid (to control pH); (2) aluminum sulfate (for retention
and to set the rosin size); (3) urea formaldehyde (to give the toweling strength when it is wet);
(4) rosin size (to allow the roll towel to dispense from a cabinet); (5) SOLVOX 906 (to make the
toweling more absorbent); (6) SOLVOX 1230 (a defmme1) and (7) SOLVOX 6135 (to control’

the release on the Yankee dryer).

Additional process additives may have been used at various times from 1970 through
1989 at the Gary Mill including: (1) deinking aides (Solvox 254 and Texo 586); (2) caustic
(sodium hydroxide, in both liquid and flake form); (3) Drewfax R-122 (a release agent for the
Yankee dryer); (4) slimicide (Buckman Busan #40); (5) Bubond 65; (6) dyes (Phenamine Fast
Scarlet & Stitbene Yellow TP); (7) bleaching agents (Solvox Special K.B., Solvox Special F.B.,
HTH ~ Calcium Hypochlorite); (8) hydrochloric acid; (9) muriatic acid; (10) soluble oil; (11)
Calgon; (12) Igepal RC 520; (13) soda ash (calcium carbonate); (14) vaporized tall oil; (15)
Novaflo 50; (16) Nalco 7620WB & 623NC; (17) Amres 2552; (18) Solvox 870, 718, 165, 174
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and 261; (19) salt; (20) Amerpac 8703; and (21) Advantage 101, See Exhibit 14 for additional
information, _ .

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any relevant documents or past or present
employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of HLP, Smith, and therefore Georgia-
Pacific does not have any information responsive to this Question as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

15, Provide copies of Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) for materials used in your
company's operations.

Georgia-Pacific has been able to locate copies of MSDS’s for some, but not all, of the
raw materials listed in response to Question 14 from the time period 1970 through 1989. Copies
of those MSDS’s in Georgia-Pacific’s possession are attached in Exhibit 15. Georgia-Pacific has
been unable to identify any responsive documents regarding the materials that may have been

utilized in the operations of ILP. Smith.

16. Provide any release reports that were taken pursuant to Section 103(a) of CERCLA.
" and Section 304 of the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act

(EPCRA).

Georgia-Pacific has not been able to identify any information regarding release reports
that may have been submitted pursuant to Section 103(a) of CERCLA or Section 304 of EPCRA
for either the Gary Mill or any H.P, Smith facility for the period of time 1970 through 1989, and
therefore has no information responsive to this Question.

17, Identify all federal offices to which HLP. Smith has sent or filed hazardous substance
or hazardous waste information,

Georgia-Pacific has located correspondence between the Gary Mill and EPA Region 5
beginning in 1980 concerning hazardous substance or hazardous waste information. See
tesponses to Questions 9 and 10 for more information. Georgia-Pacific has identified a 2005
tesponse to an EPA Region 5 Information Request that it filed on behalf of HP. Smith regarding

the Lake Calumet Cluster Superfund Site.

18. State the years during which such information was sent/filed,

See response to Question 17.

19, Identify (see Definitions) all Illinois and Indiana state offices to which H.P. Smith
has sent or filed hazardous substance or hazardous waste information.

Georgia-Pacific has identified correspondence for the time period 1970 through 1989
between the Gary Mill and various Indiana state offices concerning waste disposal issues,
including the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (1989); the Indiana State
Board of Health, Water Pollution Control Division (1976); Indiana Stream Pollution Control
Boatd (1977); Indiana State Board of Health, Division or Land Pollution Control (1982).
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As set forth in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific has identified waste manifests
completed by H.P. Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility that reference the Hlinois Environmental
Protection Agency, Division of Land Pollution Control. These waste manifests are dated 1981

and 1982.

20. State the years during which such information was sent/filed.

See response to Question 19.

21, List all federal and state environmental laws and regulations under which H.P.
Smith has reported to federal or state governments, ineluding buf not limited to:
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), 15 U.S.C, Sections 2601 to 2692;
Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Kuow Act (EPCRA), 42 U.S.C.
Seetions 11001 to 11050; and the Clean Water Act 33 U.S.C. Section 1251 to 1387,

Duting the time period 1970 through 1989, the Gary Mill reported to various federal,
state and local governmental authorities pursuant to laws and regulations covering water, waste
and air issues. Specific environmental laws and regulations referenced in the available
cotrespondence include: State of Indiana Regulations SPC-15 and SPC-18, Gary Sanitary Sewer
District Sewer Use and Pretreatment Ordinance No. 6101, the Gary Air Quality Control
Osdinance, EPCRA (Form R and Tier IT reports), RCRA, CERCLA. and the Clean Water Act.

Based on the H.P, Smith waste handling documentation referenced in footnote 1 above, a
special waste disposal application was submitted to the Illinois Environmental Protection
Agency in 1981 by Alburn, Inc. for the disposal of waste solvents from H.P. Smith’s Chicago,
Hlinois facility, Georgla-Pacific is not aware of any additional information that is responsive to

this Question as if pertains to H.P. Smith.
22, Identify the federal and state offices to which such information was sent,

Georgia-Pacific has identified the following agencies as recipients of the Gary Mill
carvespondence referenced in response to Question 21: EPA Region 5, the Indiana Department of

Environmental Management (and its predecessor agencies), the Gary Sanitaty District, and the
City of Gary, Air Pollution Control — Division of Department of Health.

See response to Question 21 for responsive information that pertains to H.P. Smith.

23, For each type of waste (including by-produets) from H.P. Smifh's operations in
Indiana and Illinois during the time period of 1975 through 1999, including but
not limited to all liquids, shudges, and solids, provide the following information:

a. its physical state;

The primary solid waste generated at the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989 was
papermaking process residuals from its primary clarifier, which has been described above in the
response fo Question 2(a). An analysis of these process residuals in 1975 stated that the
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residuals consisted of 85% water, 14% solids, and 1% bio-degradable materials. From
approximately 1969 to 1983, the sludge was stored in two on-site dewatering lagoons. In 1983,
the addition of a screw press at the Gary Mill enabled the facility to dewater the residuals, thus
increasing the solids content of the residuals and allowing themn to be disposed without further
prefreatment, Other solid wastes that may have been generated at the Gary Mill from 1970
through 1989 include used oil, empty metal drums, and general plant trash and refuse. Georgia-
Pacific has not identified any information that would allow it to respond with specificity as to the

physical state of these other waste streams.

Based on the H.P. Smith waste manifests referenced in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific
has identified a single waste stream — referred to as “Solvent N.O.S.” — generated at H.P.
Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility in 1981 and 1982, This waste was described on waste
manifests as a flammable liquid. Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any additional
documents or past or present employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P.
Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have any additional information responsive to this

Question as it pettains to H.P. Smith.

b, its nature and chemical composition;

As set forth in more detail in the response to Question 2(&) above and the accompanying
test data attached in Exhibit 2(a), the process residuals generated by the Gary Mill from 1970
fhrough 1989 wete determined not to be a hazardous substance. The test data attached in Exhibit
2(a) lists the specific levels of certain constituents in the process residuals, Georgia-Pacific has
not identified any information that would allow it to respond with specificity as to the nature and
chemical composition of the other waste streams that may have been generated at the Gary Mili

during the time period 1970 through 1989,

Based on the H.P. Smith waste manifests referenced in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific
has identified a single waste stream — referred to as “Solvent N.O.S.” — generated at H.P,
Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility in 1981 and 1982. The documents attached in Exhibit 2(a)
provide analytical test results that desctibe the chemical composition of the material. Georgia-
Pacific has been unable to identify any additional documents or past or present employees who
have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P, Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not
have any additional information responsive to this Question as it pertains to HLP. Smith.

c. its colox;

The process residuals generated by the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989 were gray,
although they were also described by a state inspector in a August 19, 1976 memorandum as
“moist blue clay.” Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information that would allow it to
respond with specificity as to the color associated with other waste streams generated at the Gary

Mill during the time period 1970 through 1989,

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to locate any information responsive to this Question as
it pertains to H.P, Smith.

d. its odor;
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The process residuals generated at the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989 had the smell
of wet paper, Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information that would allow it to respond
with specificity as to any odor associated with other waste streams genemted at the Gary Mill
during the time period 1970 through 1989.

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to locate any information 1esponswe 1o this Question as
it pertains to H.P, Smith.

¢ the approximate monthly and annual volumes of each type of waste (using such
measurements as gallons, cubic yards, pounds, etc,); and

To the best of Georgia-Pacific’s knowledge, approximately 5-10 tons of process residuals
were generated per day at the Gary Mill, That number, however, was likely to have fluctuated
throughout the relevant time period (1970 through 1989) based on production levels, Georgia-
Pacific has not been able to identify any information regarding the approximate monthly and
annual volumes of other types of waste generating at the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989,

Based on the H.P, Smith waste manifests referenced in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific
has identified a single waste stream — referred to as “Solvent N.O.S.” — generated at H.P.
Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility in 1981 and 1982, According to a 1981 special waste disposal
application (included within Exhibit 2(a})), the estimated annual waste volume of waste solvenis
was 100,000 gallons. Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any additional documents or
past or present employees who have knowledge tegarding the operations of H.P. Smith, and
therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have any additional information responsive to this Question

as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

f.  the dates (beginning & ending) during which each type of waste was
produced by Your company's operations.

The Gary Mill produced process residuals throughout the time period 1970 through 1989,
Georgia-Pacific has not identified any information that would allow it to respond with specificity
as to when the other waste streams at the Gary Mill were first generated and when, or if, the
generation of such waste streams ceased at any time from 1970 through 1989.

Based on the ILP. Smith waste manifests referenced in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific
has identified a single waste stream — referred fo as “Solvent N.O.S.” — generated at H.P.
Smith’s Chicago, Illinois facility in 1981 and 1982, Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify
any additional documents ot past or present employees who have knowledge regarding the
operations of H.P, Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have any additional information
responsive to this Question as if pertains to H.P. Smith,

24. Provide a schematic diagram that indicates which part of ILP. Smith's operations
generated each type of waste, ineluding but not limited to wastes generated by
cleaning and maintenance of equipment and machinery and wastes resulting from

spills of liquid matexials.
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Georgia-Pacific has been unable {o locate a document or an individual with knowledge
that can provide an accurate diagram that is responsive to Question 24 as it pertains to either the
Gary Mill or H.P, Smith.

25. Describe how each type of waste was collected and stored at H.P. Smith's operation
prior to dispoesal/recycling/sale/transport, including:

a, the type of container in which each fype of waste was placed/stored; and

From 1970 until in or around 1983, the process residuals generated at the Gary Mill wers
piped to the two on-site lagoons for storage and dewatering. Beginning in or around 1983, the
installation of a screw press at the Gary Mill allowed the dewatered sludge to be transported
directly from the Mill to the Gary Airport exclusion site. Georgia-Pacific has not been able to
identify any information regarding the specific types of containers in which other types of waste
was placed/stored at the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989.

Based on the H.P. Smith waste manifests referenced in footnote 1 above, Georgia-Pacific
has identified a single waste stream — referred to as “Solvent N.O.S.” — generated at H.P.
Smith’s Chicago, Hlinois facility in 1981 and 1982. According to the manifests, this waste
stream was transported in drums. Georgia-Pacific has been unable to identify any additional
documents or past or present employees who have knowledge regarding the operations of H.P,
Smith, and therefore Georgia-Pacific does not have any additional information responsive to this
Question as it pertains to H.P. Smith.

b. where each fype of waste was collected/stored.

From 1970 unti! in or around 1983, the Gary Mill’s process residuals were piped to the
two on-site lagoons for storage and dewatering. Beginning in or around 1983, the installation of
a screw press at the Gary Mill allowed the dewatered sludge to be transported directly from the
Mill to the Gary Alrport exclusion site. Georgia-Pacific has not been able to identify any
information regarding the specific location where other types of waste were collected or stored at
the Gary Mill from 1970 through 1989,

Georgia-Pacific has been unable to locate any information responsive fo this Question as
it pertains to H.P, Smith.

26. Provide copies of all casualty, liabilify and/or pollution insurance policies, and any
other insurance contracts related to the Gary Development Landfill (including, but
nof limited fo, Environmental Impairment Liability, Pollution Legal Liability,
Cleanup Cost Cap or Stop Loss Policies, Institutional Controls and Post
Remediation Care Insurance) that provide H.P. Smith with liability insurance for
damage to third party property from 1975 through 1999,

Please see Exhibit 26 on CBI CD for Georgia-Pacific’s response to this Question,

27. To the extent not provided in Question 26 above, provide copies of all insurance
policies that may potentially provide HL.P. Smith with insurance for bodily imjury,
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property damage and/ey environmental contamination in connection with the Site
and/or H.P. Smith's business operations. Include, without lmitation, all
comprehensive general liability, primary, excess, and umbrella policies,

Please see response to Question 26.

28. To the extent not identified in Questions 26 ox 27 above, provide all other evidence
of casualty, liability and/er pollution insnrance issued to your company for the
period being investigated as identified in Question 26,

Please see response to Question 26.

29. Xf there are any such policies from Questions 26, 27, or 28 above of which you are
aware but neither possess copies, nor are able to obtain copies, identify each such

policy to the best of your ability by identifying:
a The name and address of each insurer and of the insured;

Please see response to Question 26.

b. The type of policy and policy numbers;
Please see response to Question 26,

e The per occurrence policy limits of each policy; and

Please see response to Question 26,

d. The effective dates for each policy.

Please see response to Question 26.

30. Identify all insurance brokers or agents who placed insurance for the ELP. Smith at
any time during the period being investigated as identified in Question 26, and
identify the time period during which such broker or agent acted in this regard.
Identify by name and title, if known, individuals at the agency or brokerage most
familiaxr with JLP. Smith's pollution and/or liability insurance program and the
current whereabouts of each individual.

To the best of Geotgia-Pacific’s knowledge, the primary insurance broker for the James
River Corporation policies listed in response fo Question 26 was Alexander & Alexander of
Richmond, Virginia. The primary insurance broker for the Georgia-Pacific Corporation policies
listed in response to Question 26 was Marsh & McLennan of Portland, Oregon.

31. Identify all previous settlements by your company (or your company's predecessors)

with any insurer which relates in any way to environmental liabilities and/or to the
policies referenced in Questions 26-29 above, including:
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a, The date of the settlement;

Please see Exhibit 31 on CBI CD for Georgia-Pacific’s response to the Question,

b. The scope of release provided under such settlement;

See response to Question 31(a).

¢ The amount of money paid by the insurer pursuant to such settlement,
Provide copies of all such settlement agreements,

See response to Question 31(a).

32. Identify all communications and provide all documents that evidence, refex, ox
velate to claims made by or on behalf of the H.P. Smith undeyr any insurance policy
referenced in Questions 26-29 above, Include any responses from the insurer with

respect to any claims.

Georgia-Pacific respectfully objects to this Question as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, especially considering the number of years and insurance policies at issue, Should
any of the policies referenced in response to Question 26 become material to EPA’s
investigation, Georgia-Pacific will supplement its responses to address specific policies and
relevant communications and claims related to those particular policies upon request.

33, Identify any and all insuranee, accounts paid or accounting files that identify ILP.
Smith's insurance policies,

Georgia-Pacific respectfully objects fo this Question as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, especially considering the number of years and insurance policies at issue, Should
any of the policies referenced in response to Question 26 become material to EPA’s
investigation, Georgia-Pacific will supplement its responses to address specific policies and files
that Georgia-Pacific may have in its possession that are related to those particular policies upon

request,

34, List all named insureds on property, pollution and/or casualfy liability insurance
providing coverage to XLP. Smith during the period being investigated as identified
in Question 26, and the date such named insureds appeared on the policies.

In general, the named insureds on the insurance policies referenced in response to
Question 26 above ate, in the case of Georgia-Pacific, Georgia-Pacific Corporation at its
subsidiaries. In the case of James River, the named insureds on the referenced policies are listed
as James River Corporation and its subsidiaries.

35. Identify any person or organization requiring evidence of H.P, Smith's casualty,
liability and/or pollution insurance during the period being investigated as
idenfified in Question 26, including the nature of the insurance requirement and the

years when the evidence was required.
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Georgia-Pacific respectfully objects to this Question as overly broad and unduly
burdensome, especially considering the number of years and insurance policies at issue. Should
any of the policies referenced in response to Question 26 become material to EPA’s
investigation, Georgia-Pacific is willing to supplement its responses to address specific policies
and relevant communications and claims related to those particular policies upon request,

36. Identify your company's policy with respeet to document retention.

Georgia-Pacific’s official records retention policy contains information that the company
views as privileged and confidential, In the event EPA can identify specific aspects of Georgia-
Pacific’s policy that the agency views as material to its investigation, Georgia-Pacific is willing
to address such provisions upon request, In general, Georgia-Pacific’s policy is to comply with
all record retention provisions set forth in applicable environmental laws and regulations.
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Certification of Authorized Representative

1 certify that under a penalty of law that this document and all Enclosures were prepared under
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified
petsonnel properly gathered and evaluated the information submitted.

Based upon my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, ot those persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my
knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for

knowing violations,

1
v

l.
By:

Print N 161)‘ John { B4i11i
S

Title: 1or Counsel — Eavironmental, Georgia-Pacific LI.C

Date: . March 29, 2012
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Georgia-Pacific Corporation  second Pluce and Waite Sireer

Gary, Indiana 46401
Telephone (219) 977-1600

Hoy 13 3 23PH 16

ANDIAME STALE

ROARD OF BLALTH ‘
&%Hﬁﬁaorﬂgyﬁmber 18, 1976
POLLIYTION COHTROL

Mr, Jim Hunt

Water Pollution Control bDivision
Indiana State Board of Health
1330 West Michigan Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Re: Industrial Waste Disposal Information
Dear Mr. Hunt:

In response to Mr. Hert's inquiry about our solid waste disposal,
I would like to point out that we are engaged in the manufacture
of paper towels. The nature of our manufacturing process is such
that trimmings, quality rejects, and spoiled production are re-
turned to the process to reclaim the raw materials. Thus we have
no need to dispose of manufacturing scrap as. a solid waste. Our
plant generates two types of solid waste.

A. Clarifier Sludge - All of our liguid industrial wastes are
pretreated in a primary clarifier before discharging the effluent
into the Gary Sanitary District sewer. Suspended solids are
removed from the cone of this clarifier in the form of a sludge.
This clarifier sludge consists mostly of cellulose fiber fragments,
Ignition of the sludge leaves about 40% ash resulting from clay
and other inorganic pigments washed out of waste paper during our
manufacturing process. To our knowledge, this sludge-contains no
significant amounts of toxic chemicals, flamable materials, or
pathogenic organisms. It is my opinion that this sludge when
dewatered to greater than 30% solids would not be a hazardous
waste as defined in Regulation SPC-18.

Approximately 7 tons (dry basis) of this sludge are generated each
day and pumped to large lagoons for dewatering and storage. These
lagoons are owned by us. Industrial Disposal Company of East
Chicago, Indiana, has been contracted to periodically remove de~-
watered sludge from our lagoons for disposal at landfill sites not
owned by Georgia-Pacific., As removed from our lagoons, this sludge
is a solid containing Substantially less than 70% moisture.
Industrial Disposal Company holds a permit (IN-4507-1000-11) to
dispose of this waste

=-continued-



Page IIL Mr. Jim Hunt

B. Miscellaneous Trash - Wire bands from baled waste paper and
assorted trash collected within the plant are compacted. About
40 cubic yards of compacted trash are disposed of -each week.by

the Industrial Disposal Company of East Chicago, .Indiana, at

an off-site location.

Georgia-Pacific Corporation and its contractor, Industrial
Disposal Company, are to the best of my knowledge, in compliance
with Regulation SPC-18. I will be happy to answer any questions
regarding our wastes or our disposal methods.

Singerely,

echnical "Director

‘RIC:bm
ce: C,.5. Adamczyk
P. Bean

R. Sherwood




STREAM POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD 1330 West Michlgan Street

633-5467
January 31, 1977

Georgia-Pacific Corporation
Second Place and Waite Street
Gary, Indiana 46401

Attention: Reynold .J. Conger
Technical Director

Gentloemen:
Re: Industrial Waste Disposal Inquiry
He wish to thank you for your prompt response to our above-
roferenced letter dated Octoher 18, 1976, Our staff has reviewed

your response and believe that these wastes are being disposed of
in an acceptable manner.

If you have any questions relative to disposal of your industyial
wastes in the future, please feel free to contact our Solid Vaste
Hanagement Seation at AC 317/633-6400,

Very truly yours,

Oral H, Hert
Technical Secretary’

6D/ s ik
cc:  Enforcement Bramch
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STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

INDIANAPOLIS

OFFICE MEMORANDUM DATE: August 19, 1976

FROM:

T

George Day‘nuffé;j> 0: -Georgia Pacific Hazardous Waste File

SUBJECT:  Disposal of Georgia Pacific Sludge at
the Gary Land Development Landfill

On August 10, 1976, Bruce Palin and I observed the above referenced
sludge being deposited by Industrial Disposal, After a thorough inspection
of the site, it was determined that approximately 100, 000 cubic yards of this
sludge had been deposited withln a 7-day period,

This material has the consistency of moist blue clay. The operator of
the site is using this sludge for constructing wind walls and for 1ntermed1ate

COoOvVer,

After inspecting the landfill, we went to the area where Georglia Pacific
has thelr sludge drying beds near the intersection of Clark Road and Industrial
Highway. Industrial Disposal's equipment was in the process of digging out
these lagoons and appeared to be about 1/4 of the way done,

We need an accurate and complete analysis of this sludge. Palin will get
a sample on his next visit to the area.

6D/sik
cc: Bruce Palin




LABORATORY REPORT

é:saway Dndustrial l’aﬁofzafo'cégi, e

AIR and WATER POLLUTION CONSULTANTS 542544 CONKEY STREET
) HAMMOND, INDIANA 46324
219-932-1770
CLIENT: INVESTIGATION:
IRDUSTRIAL DISPOSAL CORPORATION Lteaching test on €.P. Sludge.
1102 East Columbus Drive Sample submitted on 8-17-76,
East Chicago, IN. - .
46312
Period Covered Date of Our Report ) Laboratory No.
§-28-76 GoN 7730
RESULTS:

Chentcal deternination

| o1 |RECEIVED

TG0

Lead--mg/Titer pp R Ly N
- , .  JHDIAHA STATE BUARD 9f Hi2
Cadmiym--mg/1iter ¢4 0,03 Y B
Zinc-~mg/ Hter 7n 0,18 o e §
Hickel-~mg/Titer H4 Hegative : .‘,_,,,Q;_(io‘;a,
A e SO o,003 f{i’fg e s e '

Respactfully submitted

G.J.CICHOH, Drector

Thg‘jﬁ}gg&pplies anly to the sample, or samples investigated and is not necessarjly indicative of the quality or condition of apparentiy identical or si-
milar pfoducts. As a mutual protection to clients, the public and these Laboratories, this report is submitted and accepted for the exclusive use of the
client to whom it is addressed and upen the condition that it fs not to be used, in whole or in part, in any advertising or publicity matter without prior
written authorization frem these Laboratories,
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August 9, 1976

Mr, Ted Peters

Industrial Disposal Company
1301 Columbus Avenue

Hast Chicago, Indiana 46312

Daay My, Peters:

Re: Disposal of Sludge From
Georgla-Pacific Corporation
Gary, Indiansa
Lake County

This is to inform your company that disposal of the above-referenced
paper sludge is not acceptable at the Gary Land Development Landfill in
~ Lake County., Due to the landfill already having a leachate problem, the

disposal of liquids and semi-liquids into the refuse at this landfill would

only increase the leachate problem, It is our understanding that this
- paper sludge is approximately 85. percent water. If the sludge could be
dewatered to the point that it was cake-like, disposal into the Gary Land
Development site to be mixed with refuse would be acceptable.

Ha suggest tho possibility of dewatering be investigated so land
disposal may be utilized, Without further dewatering, this office cannot .
allow this material to be landfilled. Please contact Mr, George Dayhuff
or Mr, Johnle Baker of the Solid Waste Management Section at AC 317/633-6400
by September 1, 1976, as to your plans for disposal of this sludge. -

Vexry trxuly yours,

Roland P: Bove, Director
Division of Sanitary Engineering
JRB/mjh : S
c¢t  Gaxy Land Development -
Gooxgia-Pacific Corporation
Mr. Dick. Cleaton .
Mr. Patrick Stevens
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10-12-83 EXEC,.
STOCK PURCHASE AGREEMENT

This Agreement entered into as of the 12th day of
October, 1983, between PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY, a Delaware
corporation with an address of 16th Fi@or, Phillips Building,
Bartlesville, 0Oklahoma 74004, herein referred to as."Phillips",
and PHILLIPS PETROLEUM FOUNDATION, INC., an Oklahoma hon-profit
corporation with an address of 4Bl Phillips Building,
Bartlesville, Oklahoma 74004, herein referred to as "Foundation",
Phillips and Foundation being herein jointly referred to as
"Sellers™, and JAMES RIVER CORPORATION OF VIRGINIA, a Virginia
corporation with an address of Tredegar Street (P. 0. Box 2218),
Richmond, Virginia 23217, herein referred to as "Buyer";

WITNESSETH :

Sellers and Buyer hereby agree AS follows with respect
to the sale by Seliers and the purchase by Buyer of all of the
issued and outstanding capital stock of H, p. Smith Paper Co., an
Illinois corporation, herein referred to as "H. P. Smith":

1. SALE AND PURCHASE.

Sellers hereby agree to sell to Buyer all of the
issued and outstanding shares of the capital stock of
H. P. Smith, herein referred to as the "Stock," and Buyer agrees

to purchase said Stock, in accordance with the terms and




conditions set forth in this agreement and the Exhibits attached
hereto, herein collectively referred to as the "Agreement",

2. PURCHASE PRICE.

The aggregate purchase price for all of said Stock
shall be the sum of Thirty-four Million Five Hundred Thousand
Dollars ($34,500,000.00), and Buyer, subject to the terms and
conditions of this Agreement, will purchase said Stock from
Sellers at said purchase price,

3. EFFECTIVE TIME AND CLOSING.

A, Effective Time.

The sale of said Stock shall be effective as of
11:59 P.M. Chicago time, on the 15th day of Qctober,
1983, herein referred to as the "BEffective Time".

B. Closing Date.

The sale shall be closed at Bartlesville,
Oklahoma at 10:00 A.M. local time as observed on such
date, on October 14, 1983, or at such other time and
place as may be agreed upon in writing by Sellers and
Buyer, said date being herein referred'to as thé
"Closing Date." On said date, Sellers shall deliver or
tender delivery to‘Buyer certificates represepting the
Stock and appropriate instruments of transfer assigning
the Stock to Buyer, free and clear of all liens and
encumbrances, and with all requisite stock transfer

stamps attached and stock transfer taxes paid. Upon




such delivery or tender of delivery, Buyer shall pay to
Sellers the sum of Thirty-four Million Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($34,500,000) as follows: to Phillips
Thirty-one Million Fifty Thousand Dollars ($31,050,000)
by wire transfer in immediately available federal funds
to Phillips' General Account No. 00042892 in

Citibank N.A., New York, New York; and to Foundation
Three Million Four Hundred Fifty Thousand Dollars
($3,450,000) by wire transfer in immediately available
federal funds to Phillips, as agent for Foundation, to
Phillips' General Account No. 00042892 in Citibank N.A.,
New York, New York.

C. Directors and Officers.

At closing, Sellers will deliver or cause to be

delivered, effective on or before the Effective Time,
written resignations, as directors and officers of

H. P. Smith, of all persons then holding such offices,
and evidence of the termination, as employee benefit
board or committee members of H. P, Smith, of all
persons then holding office as such member.

D. Partial Sale,

If Phillips shall tender the stock in
H. P. Smith owned by Phillips and Foundation shall for
any reason fail to tender the stock in H. P. Smith owned

by Foundation, Buyer shall have the option to buy the




Phillips stock for the price payable to Phillips as
described herein, but the exercise of such option shall
not release Foundation from any of its obligations
hereunder,

E. Closing Simultaneous.

At the closing all proceedings shall take place
simultaneously and no delivery shall be considered to
have been made until all such proceedings have been
completed.

4. TERMINATION.

This Agreement may be terminated only in the
‘following events and by written notice by the party so
terminating to each of the other parties specifying the reason

for such termination:

A. By Buyer, at its option, in the event:

(1) Sellers or either of them should fail for
any reason to deliver or tender delivery of the
Stock on the Closing Date as herein provided or fail
in material respects to comply with the terms,
conditions and provisions of this Agreement; or

(2) there is any material failure in
representations and warranties of Sellers in this

Agreement.

B. By either Seller, at itsg option, in the event:

(1) Buyer should fail for any reason to make
payment for the Stock hereunder on the Closing Date
as herein provided or fail in material respects to
comply with the terms, conditions and provisions of
this Agreement; or

(2) there is any material breach in
representations and warranties of Buyer in this

Agreemeant.




C. By any party hereto, at its option, in the
event:

]

(1) its Board of Directors determines
reasonably and in good faith that the conditions to
its obligations are unlikely to be fulfilled on or
before November 1, 1983; or

(2) for whatever reason, the sale of the Stock
is not closed hereunder on or before November 1,
1983.

In the event this Agreement is terminated by any
party under the provisions of this Section 4, each of the parties
to this Agreement shall be relieved from any and all further
obligations under or by virtue of this Agreement; provided that
any such termination by Foundation in a case where Phillips does
not terminate shall be effective only as to Foundation,

5. REPRESENTATIONS, WARRANTIES AND AGREEMENTS oF
SELLERS. '

The representations, warranties and agreements in
this Section 5 and elsewhere in this Agreement are made, insofar
as they relate to Sellers, or a specific Seller, only
individually by each Seller as to it, but insofar as they relate
to H. P. Smith are made by both Sellers, jointly and severally,
to Buyer but as between Sellers each shall have proportionate

responsibility,




Sellers represent, warrant and agree as follows:

" A. Organization, Standing, Capitalization and Stock
Ownership of H. P. Smith.

H, P, Smith is, and will be on the Closing Date,
a corporation duly organized, validly existing and in
good standing under the laws of the State of Illinois,
duly gualified and authorized to do business as a
foreign corporation in the States of Arkansas,
California, Colorado, Floridé, Illinocis, Iowa,
Louisiana, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska,
New Jersey, Ohio, Oregeon, Pennsylvania, Tennessee and
Washington, there being no other States where
H., P, Smith owns or leases real property or maintains a
stock of inventory or to the best knowledge of Sellers
where a failure to be so qualified would have a material
adverse effect on the business of H. P. Smith, with
total authorized capital stock of five thousand (5,000)
shares of common stock having a par value of Fifty
Dollars ($50.00) per share, of which two thousand three
hundred fifty (2,350) shares have been subscribed
without having violéted any pre—emptive right to
subscribe to common stock or to any security convertible
into common stock, are fully paid, nonassessable, duly
and regularly issued and outstanding, and are and will
be on the Clogding Date owned and held by Sellers, free

and clear of any liens or encumbrances, two thousand one



hundred fifteen (2,115) of which are and will be owned
and held by Phillips and two hundred thirty-five (235)
of which are and will be owned and held by Foundation,
and there are, and except for this Agreement at the
Closing Date will be, no outstanding stock warrants,
options or rights to acquire any of the stock of

H. P. Smith or any security convertible into such stock.
The instruments of transfer of such stock to be
delivered by Sellers to Buyer at the closing will
transfer_to Buyer good and marketable title to the
shares of such stock, free and clear of all liens and
encumbrances. Fifty (50) shares of stock are issued but
not outstanding aﬁd are held by H. P. Smith as Treasury

Shares. H. P. Smith's principal place of business is at

5001 West 66th Street, Village of Bedford Park

{Chicago), Illinocis, at which place most of its business

and financial books and records are kept and maintained

and at which its corporate books and records are located

or will be located ﬁromptly after the Closing Date.

H. P, Smith also has a plant at 2000 Industrial Park

Road, Iowa City, Iowa, bu£ has no office or asgsets at

any other location except inventory located at

distribution centers and automobiles assigned to sales
personnel. All books and records of H. P. Smith (or .

copies thereof) in the hands of either Seller which




relate to the business of H. P. 8Smith or to assets, if
any, to be transferred to H. P. Smith on or prior to the
Closing Date, as contemplated in this Agreement, have
been, or as soon as practicable after the Closing Date
will be, transferred to H. P, Smith at its Chicago
offices. A copy of H. P. Smith's Articles of
Incorporation and all amendments thereto to date,
certified by the Secretary of State of Illinois, and of
the By-Laws of H. P. Smith, as amended to date,
certified by the Secreiary of H. p. Smith, heretofore
furnished by Sellers to Buyer, are true, correct and
complete cobies of said Articles of Incorporation and
By-Laws as amended, as of this date, and there have
been, and before the Closing Date will be, no other
amendments thereto without the consent of Buyer.

B. Financial Statements.

Exhibits A-1, A-2, and A-3 are coples of an
unaudited balance sheet of H. P. Smith as at June 30,
1983, herein referred to as the "1983 Balance Sheet,™
Statement of Income for the six months ending June 30,
1983, for H. P. Smith, herein referred to as the 1983
"Income Statement, " collectively referred to herein as
the "1983 Statements", and summary of earnings of
H. P. Smith for the preceding six-year period, herein

referred to as the "Six Year Summary". The 1983




Statements are true and complete, except for the
omission of footnotes, have been pfepared in accordance
with generally accepted accounting principles applied on
a consistent basis, and fairly present H,., P, Smith's
financial condition and its assets and liabilities as of
June 30, 1983 and its results of operations for the six
months then ended. The 8ix Year Summary has been
prepared in accordance Qith generally accepted
accounting principles applied on a consistent basis and
fairly presents the results of the operations of

H. P. Smith for the respective periods indicated
thereby.

C. Undisclosed Liabilities.

Except as and to the extent reflected or

reserved against in the 1983 Balance Sheet or otherwise
disclosed in Exhibit B, H. P. Smith has no known
liabilities, whether due or to become due, absolute or
contingent, including, without limitation, all taxes,
corporate or otherwise, or any known condition that
could reasonably be expected to give rise to such
liability, arising out of the business, operations or
income of H. P, Smith, which in the aggregate exceed
$350,000, nor do Sellers know or have reasonable grounds

to know of any assertion or of any basis for the




assertion against H. P. Smith of any such liability
except as disclosed on Exhibit C.

D. Absence of Changes,

Since June 30, 1983, there has not been:

(1) any change in H, P. Smith's financial
condition, assets, liabilities or business, not
disclosed in this Agreement, other than changes in
the ordinary course of business, none of which have
been materially adverse;

(2) any damage, destruction or loss, whether or
- not covered by insurance, materially and adversely
affecting H. P. Smith's properties or business;

(3) any declaration, setting aside or payment
of any dividend or other distribution in respect of
H. P. Smith's capital stock, or any direct or
indirect redemption, purchase or other acquisition
of any of such stock except the two hundred
thirty-five (235) shares acquired by Foundation from

Phillips;

(4) any increase in the compensation payable or
to become payable by H. P. Smith to any of its
officers, employees or agents, or any bonus payment
or arrangement made to or with any of same, except
to the extent reflected in Section 5H below or by
the lists referred to in said Section 5H;

(5) any labor trouble materially and adversely
affecting H. P. Smith's business or prospects; or

(6) any event or condition of any character
materially and adversely affecting H. P, Smith's
business or prospects except as otherwise herein

disclosed.

E. Title to Assets; Absence of Liens and
Encumbrances.

H. P. Smith has and will have as of the Closing
Date good and marketable title to all of its assets,
including those reflected in the 1983 Balance Sheet,

e

10




except such assets as have been disposed of in the usual
and ordinary course of business, subject to no lien,
security interest, mortgage, or other encumbrance except
as set forth on Exhibit D; provided, however,

H. P. Smith's Iowa City, Iowa, plant is not owned by

H. P. Smith but is a leasehold asset held under a
revenue bond lease from the City of Iowa City, Iowa.
Except as disclosed in this Agreement, no assets
primgrily used in the business of H. P. Smith are‘owned
by Phillips or by any affiliate of Phillips (a
corporation in which Phillips directly or indirectly
owns more than fifty percent (50%) of the voting rights)
other than H. P. Smith.

F. Accounts Receivable.

All accounts receivable of H., P, Smith at the
Effective Time will represent obligations created by
bona fide sales (as distinguished from consignment, sale
on approval or any form of conditional transaction), and
all instruments and documents relating to H. P, Smith's
accounts receivable will be valid and genuine and said
accounts receivable will be due and owing.

G. Contracts.

H. P. Smith has no presently existing contracts
or commitments or leases (whether of real or personal

property and whether H. P. Smith is lessee or lessor)
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except as listed on Exhibit E, or on other Exhibits to
this Agreement, other than (i) sales contracts, supply
contracts, purchase orders, distributorship agreenments,
agreements with brokers and sales representatives
relating to sales of product and other commitments
entered into in the normal and ordinary course of the
conduct of business, none of which reguires future
expenditures by any party thereto of more than $250,000
or has a term expiring more than one year after the date
of this Agreement (a term will not be déemed to extend
more than one year after the date of this Agreement in
the event H. P. Smith has a right to cancel without
penalty on or prior to the expiration of such one-year
period), (ii) commitments for work under approved
authorizations for expenditure and continuation of
existing projects, and not exceeding $50,000
individually or $500,000 in the aggregate, and

(iii) agreements with Phillips and/or direct and/or
indirect subsidiaries and/or affiliates of Phillips
relating to services provided to H. P. Smith and/or to
distribution and marketing by H. P. Smith as a Phillips'
subsidiary. Except as indicated on Exhibit E, all
agreements, commitments and leases between H. P. Smith
and Phillips or any subsidiary or other affiliate of

Phillips will be terminated on or prior to the Closing

12




Date, There is no default, or event of defaﬁlt, or
event which with notice or lapse of time or both would
constitute a default or event of default on the part of
H. P. Smith, or to the best knowledge of Sellers, the
other party or parties thereto, under any agreement,
commitment or lease of H. P. Smith except such as would
not have a material adverse effect on the business of
H. P. Smith, BExcept for insurance agreements,
agreements relating to employee benefits, a computer
_lease, and an environmental corporate guarantee, with
respect to which provision is made in Section 8,
Section 9, Section 15A and Section 15T, respectively, in
this Agreement, there are no agreements which Phillips
or any subsidiary or other affiliate of Phillips has
entered into with any thi;d party for the express
benefit of H. P. Smith. With respect to agreementé
between Phillips or any subsidiary or other affiliate of
Phillips and any employee or former employee of

H. P. Smith (including but not limited to any such
agreement with such a person who is or becomes employed
by Phillips or one of its subsidiaries or affiliates
other than H. P. Smith) respecting confidential
information of H. P. Smith obtained by such employee or
former employee during their employment by H. P. Smith

or respecting inventions and patent rights created as

13




part of their employment by H. P. Smith, the rights of
Phillips or such subsidiary or affiliate under such
agreements shall be assigned to H. P. Smith on or before
the Closing bate, to the extent and only to the extent
that such agreements relate to such confidential
information of H. P. Smith and/or such inventions and
patent rights created as part of their employment by

H. P. Smith.

H. Directors, Officers, Salaries and Banks.

Lists of the directors and officers of
H. P. Smith and of the salaries and compensation
payable by H. P. Smith to its directors and officers,
heretofore furnished to Buyer, are true and complete

lists as of this date and H. P. Smith has no contracts

or commitments with any of its directors, officers or
employees respecting employment or tenure with

H. P. Smith except as reflected on Exhibit F, true,
complete and correct copies of which have heretofore
been furnished to Buyer, The Executive Compensation
Plan and the Incentive Compensation Plan of H, P. Smith
have been terminated effective September 30, 1983, and
final payments to the participants therein made, which
payments did not in the aggregate exceed $101,000.00.
Sellers will furnish to Buyer the name of each bank in

which H., P, Smith has an account, lock box and/or safe
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deposit box and identify such of said accounts and/or
boxes as will be closed on or before the Closing Date,
Sellers have no knowledge of the existence of any tax or
other power of attorney to act for or on behalf of
H. P. Smith in any respect except those listed on
Exhibit F.

I. Litigation.

Except for suits of a character incident to the
normal conduct of H. P, Smith's business and involving
not more than Fifty Thousand Dollars ($50,000,.006) in the
aggregate, there is no litigation or proceeding pending,
or to the best of Sellers' knowledge threatened, against
or relating to H. P. Smith, its properties or business,

nor do Sellers know or have reasonable grounds to know

of any basis for any such action, or of any governmental
investigation relative to H. P. Smith, its properties or
business, except as disclosed on Exhibit G or otherwise
disclosed in this Agreement. There is no litigation or
proceeding pending, or to the best of Sellers' knowledge
threatened, against H. P. Smith or either Seller which
seeks to prohibit, restfict or delay consummation of the
transactions contemplated hereby or fulfillment of any

of the conditions hereto.
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J. Other Accounts.

Phillips agrees on or as soon as practicable
after the Closing Date to pay to H. P, Smith in full, by
wire transfer of immediately available federal funds,
all amounts owed by Phillips to H., P. Smith on
intercompany accounts as of the Effective Time, and
H, P. Smith will pay to Phillips, in like manner, all
amounts owed by H. P. Smith to Phillips on intercompany
accounts as of the Effective Time, except "trade
accounts" representing purchases from Phillips or its
subsidiaries of materials and supplies, which trade
accounts will be paid by H. P. Smith within the usual
terms applicable thereto, and Buyer agrees and consents
that such payﬁents will not be considered a distribution
under Section 5D(3) above and will be considered under .
this Agreement as being in the usual and ordinary course

of business,.

K. Patents and Trademarks and Other
Intellectual Property.

(1) All of the rights, title, and interest of
either of Sellers or any sub51d1ary or other
affiliate of either of them in and to all active
(i.e., unexpired, not lapsed, etc.) United States
and foreign patents, pending patent applications,
inventions, trade secrets and proprletary processes
and formulae, which relate to operations of
H. P. Smith prior to the Closing Date and which had
been owned or licensed to either of Sellers or any
subsidiary or other affiliate of either of them
("Operations Knowhow"), shall be assigned to
H. P. Smith on or before the Closing Date, to the
extent the applicable inventions or other such
knowhow were conceived by employees of H. P. Smith

16



during their employment by H, P, Smith or were
acquired by or on behalf of H. P. Smith from a third
party (collectively referred to as "Smith Knowhow").
The foregoing patents and patent applications are
listed as Group 1 on Exhibit H-1.

(2) All of the rights, title, and interest of
either of Sellers or any subsidiary or other
affiliate of either of them in and to each of the
United States patents listed in Group 2 on
Exhibit H-1 and all active (i.e., unexpired, not
lapsed, etc.) foreign patents and applications which
correspond thereto shall be assigned to H. P, Smith
on or before the Closing Date. All such active
foreign patents and applications, if any, are listed
in Group 2 on Exhibit H-1.

(3) By the Closing Date, all current license
agreements, if any (and there are no such agreements
of which Sellers are aware), under which either of
Sellers licenses a third party to practice the
aforesaid Smith Knowhow or to use any "Smith Marks"
or any "Smith Copyrights" (as hereinafter defined)

will be assigned to H. P, Smith.

{4) Prior to the Closing Date, H. P. Smith
agrees to grant, or cause to be granted, to Phillips
and .its wholly owned subsidiaries an irrevocable,
royalty-free, non-transferable license to make, use
and/or sell under each patent listed in Group 2 on

Exhibit H-1.

(5) Prior to the Closing Date, Phillips
agrees to grant, or cause to be granted, to
H. P, Smith an irrevocable, royalty-free,
non-transferable (except as provided in Section
5K(10)) license to make, use and/or sell under each
patent listed in Group 3 on Exhibit H-1.

{6) Prior to the Closing Date, Sellers agree
to grant, or cause to be granted, to H. P. Smith an
irrevocable, royalty-free, non-transferable {except
as provided in Section 5K(11)) immunity from suit by
Sellers or either of them based on any operations or
products of H, P. Smith (whether practiced or
produced before or after the Closing Date) which are
the same as those commercially practiced or produced
by H. P. Smith in the regular conduct of its
business at any time prior to the Closing Date,
constituting either (a) an infringement of any
patent of Sellers which is directed to an invention
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conceived prior to the Closing Date or (b) a use of
Operations Knowhow or (¢) an infringement of any
copyright of Sellers originated prior to the Closing
Date; provided, however, that such immunity shall
not extend to the polymerization of one or more
olefinic monomers to produce polyolefins or to the
resulting virgin polyolefin; provided further,
however, that any immunity from suit, to which

H. P. Smith is entitled under this provision
concerning any operation or product of H, P, Smith,
shall not be lost merely because such operation or
product is subsequently modified, but the scope,
except for changes in volume of production, of such
immunity from suit shall not be increased by such

modification.

{7) All of the rights, title and interest of
either of Sellers or any subsidiary or other
affiliate of either of them in and to all
copyrights, if any, trademarks and service marks, if
any, which were originated by or on behalf of
H. P. Smith as opposed to either of Sellers and
which had been owned by or licensed to either of
Sellers or any subsidiary or other affiliate of
either of them (herein referred to as "Smith Marks"
or "Smith Copyrights" as the case may be) have been
assigned to H. P. Smith. The foreiging Smith Marks
and Smith Copyrights, if any, are listed in
Exhibit H-2.

{8) To the best knowledge of Sellers,
H. P. Smith owns or is licensed or otherwise has all
reasonably necessary rights to use all patents,
trademarks, service marks, trade names, copyrights,
inventions, trade secrets, proprietary processes and
formulae, applications for patents, trademarks, and
copyrights, and other industrial and intellectual
property rights (collectively, the "Intellectual
Property") used in and materially necessary for the
conduct of the business of H. P. Smith as conducted
on the date hereof. To the best knowledge of
Sellers, no Intellectual Property presently used by
H. P. Smith infringes in any material way on any
valid rights owned or held by any other persons
other than Sellers. There is no pending or, to the
best knowledge of Sellers, threatened claim or
litigation against H. P. Smith, contesting its right
to use any Intellectual Property.

{9) BSellers agree, upon the request of Buyer or
H. P. Smith, to do, execute, acknowledge, deliver,
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or £ile all such further acts, transfers,
assignments, or agreements as may be reasonably
required for the transfer or the completion of the
transfer from Sellers to H. P. Smith of the patents,
trademarks, copyrights, and know-how to which

H. P. Smith is entitled under this Agreement.

(10) The license under Section 5K(5) shall be
assignable by H. P. Smith subsequent to the Closing
Date concurrent with a transfer, whether by merger, |
consolidation, sale of assets, or otherwise, of |
the business in which the license is used. |
H. P. Smith may grant sublicenses under its license
under Section 5K(5)}, without accounting to Sellers,
to Buyer and/or any wholly owned subsidiary of Buyer.
H. P. Smith may assign its rights and obligations
under its license under Section 5K(5), without
accounting to Sellers, to Buyer and/or any wholly
owned subsidiary of Buyer, H. P. Smith shall
promptly notify Phillips in writing of each
assignment or sublicense made under the provisions
of this Section 5K(10).

(11) The immunity from suit under Section 5K(6)
shall be assignable by H. P. Smith subsequent to the
Closing Date concurrent with a transfer, whether by

merger, consolidation, sale of assets or otherwise,
of the business in which the immunity from suit 1is

used, where the use by H. P. Smith's transferee is
substantially the same, except for changes in volume
of production, as the use by H. P, Smith and where
the use by H. P. Smith's transferee would otherwise
infringe one or more of Seller's rights covered by
the immunity from suit if not so transferred. The
immunity from suit under Section 5K(6) may be
extended by H. P. Smith, without accounting to
Sellers, to operations practiced after the Closing
Date and/or products produced after the Closing Date
by Buyer and/or any wholly owed subsidiary of Buyer,
to the extent and only to the extent (except for
changes in volume of production) that such
operations and/or products of Buyer and its wholly
owned subsidiaries are the same as those
commercially practiced or produced by H. P, Smith in
the regular conduct of its business at any time-
prior to the Closing Date, provided further,
however, that any immunity from suit, to which Buyer
or any of its subsidiaries is entitled under this
provision shall not be lost merely because such
operation or product is subsequently modified, but
the scope, except for changes in volume of
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production, of such immunity from suit shall not be
increased by such modification. H. P. Smith shall
promptly notify Phillips in writing of each
assignment or extension made under the provisions of
this Section 5K(11l).

L. Revenue Bond Transactions - No Default,

H. P. Smith and Phillips have to date performed
and complied in all material respects with all of their
obligations, commitments and undertakings in respect of
the industrial revenue bond transactions referred to in
Section 10 below, neither H. P. Smith nor Phillips is in
default thereunder, and no condition or event exists or
will exist as of the Closiﬁg Date which violates or
results in the breach of any of the terms, conditions or
provisions of any of the agreements or other instruments

in respect thereof to which either H. P. Smith or

Phillips is a party or by which either is bound, or
which constitutes a default or with notice or lapse of
time or both would constitute a default or would permit
the acceleration of any obligation of either H. P. Smith
or Phillips thereunder.

M. Licenses, etc.

To the best of Sellers' knowledge, H. P. Smith
has, or will have as of the Closing Date, all licenses
and permits necessary for the operation of its business
as presenfly conducted, with the possible exception of

an Iowa permit for disposal of wastes from the Iowa City
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plant, request for which has been made to the
approprigte office(s), and Sellers have no knowledge or
notice of any non-compliance by H. P. Smith with any
law, rule, ordinance, regulation or order applicable to
the operation of the business of H. P. Smith except as
otherwise disclosed in writing to Buyer,

N. Agreement Not a Breach.

The fulfillment, performance and compliance with
the terms and provisions and the consummation of the
sale under this Agreement do not and will not conflict
with, violate or result in the breach of the terms,
conditions, or provisions of, or with or without notice
or iapse of time constitute a default under, or permit
the acceleration of any obligation under or permit the
termination of, any contract, indenture, agreement,
note, covenant, restriction or other instrument to which
H. P. Smith and/or either Seller is a party or by which
any of them may be bound, nor violate the provisions of
the Articles of Incorporation and/or By-Laws of
H. P. Smith and/or of either of Sellers, nor to the bhest
of Sellers' knowledge conflict with, or violate the
provisions of any law, rule, regulation, order, judgment

or decree binding on H. P. Smith and/or either of

Sellers. .
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0. Disclosure.

To the best knowledge of Sellers, no
representation or warranty by Sellers in this Agreement
contains any untrue statement of a material fact, or
omits to state a material fact necessary to make the
statements contained herein not misleading.

P. Access and Information,

Sellers will cause H. P. Smith to give to Buyer
and to Buyer's counsel, accountants, engineers and other
represenfatives full access, during norma; business
hours throughout the period prior to the Closing Date,
to all of H. P. Smith's properties, books, contracts,
commitments and records, and to furnish Buyer during

such period with all such information concerning

H. P. Smith's affairs as Buyer reasonably may request.

Q. No Subsidiaries.

H. P. Smith does not own, of record or
beneficially, any capital stock of or other proprietary
interest in, directly or indirectly, any corporation,
association, trust, partnership, joint venture or other
entity.

R. Labor Relations.

Exhibit I sets forth a complete and correct list
of each collective bargaining agreement covering

employees of H. P. Smith. There are no controversies
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pending between H. P, Smith and its employees which

(i) affect or can reasonably be expected to affect,
materially or adversely, the business of H. P, Smith or
{ii) relate to any effort to prevent, restrict or delay
consummation of the transactions contemplated by this
Agreement,

S. Authority of Sellers.

Phillips and Foundation are, and will be on the
Closing Date, corporations duly organized, validly
existing and in good standing under the laws of the
State of Delaware and the State of Oklahoma,
respectively. All corporate action on the part of
Sellers has been taken to properly authorize the
execution of this Agreemént on behalf of Sellers and the
consummation of the sale of the Stock in accordance
herewith, and this Agreement has been validly executed
and delivered by Sellers and constitutes the valid and
binding obligation of Sellers enforceable against them
in accordance with its terms. Sellers shall furnish
prior to closing a certified copy of all corporate
resolutions required to fully so authorize o? ratify
this Agreement and the transactions contemplated hereby;

6. CONDUCT OF BUSINESS PENDING CLOSING.

Pending the closing hereunder, the business of

H. P. Smith shall be conducted only in the ordinary and usual
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course except as permitted in this Agreement; provided, however,
that, except as permitted in this Agreement, without the written
consent of Buyer: no change shall be made in the Artigles of
Incorporation or By-Laws of H. P, Smith nor any additional
capital stock of H. P. Smith, or any security convertible into
capital stock of H. P, Smith, issued; no option, warrant or other
right to acquire capital stock of H, P. Smith shall be granted;
no dividends or other distribution or payment shall be declared
or made in respect of the capital stock of H. P. Smith nor will
H. P, Smith directly or indirectly redeem, purchase or otherwise
acquire any of such stock; no increase shall be made in the
compensation payable or to become payable by H. P. Smith to any
of its directors, officers, employees or agents nor shall any

bonus payment or arrangement be made by H. P. Smith to or with

any of said persons, except as may be required under the terms of.
existing commitments or arrangements listed in Exhibit F and/or
Exhibit I and for which H. P. Smith becomes obligated thereunder;
no contract or commitment in the ordinary course of business
shall be entered into by or on behalf of H. P. Smith extending
beyond December 31, 1983, except normal commitments for the
purchase of raw materials and supplies necessary for continued
operation of the business and acceptance of orders for goods not
requiring expenditures by any party thereto.in excess of
$250,000, and commitments for maintenance, repair, work under

approved authorizations for expenditure and continuation of
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existing projects not exceeding $50,000 individually or, when
combined with such commitments existing on the date hereof,
$500,000 in the aggregate; no change shall be made affecting the
personnel, compensation payments, or banking and/or lock box and
safe deposit arrangements referred to in Section 5H above, except
as contemplated in said Section 5H, without Buyer's priorx written
approvél; no sale or other disposition of any of the assets of

H. P. Smith shall be made except in the ordinary course of
business., Sellers will use their best efforﬁs to, including‘
causing H. P. Smith to use its best efforts to, preserve

H. P. Smith's business organization intact and keep available to
H. P. Smith the services of its present employees, and preserve
for H. P, Smith the goodwill of its suppliers, customers and
others having business relations with H. P. Smith. Buyer agrees
that after Buyer has discussed with the present employees of

H. P. Smith their continued employment with H., P. Smith and/or
employment with Buyer, this provision does not prohibit, and will
not be violated by Phillips discussing with, attempting to employ
or making an offer of employment to, any such employee who has,
after Buyer's discussion with such employee, expressed an
interest in possible employment other than with H. P. Smith or
Buyer.

7. INCOME TAXES.

H. P. Smith has been, and through the Effective

Time will be, a consolidated subsidiary of Phillips only for U.S.
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income tax purposes. H. P. Smith has prepared and filed and/or
will prepare and file, within the required filing time or
permitted extensions thereof, proper state income and franchise
tax returns for the year 1982 and all prior periods, and has paid
or will pay when due, under permissible extensions of the due
date, any state income and franchise taxes pavable as a result of
its operations for such years and prior periods. Phillips has
prepared and filed and/or will prepare and file proper U.S.
_income tax returns on H. P. Smith for the year 1982 and the short
tax period of 1983 through the Efféctive Time, To enable
Phillips to do so, H. P. Smith shall, and Buyer will cause

H. P, Smith to, prepare or cause to be prepared a U.S. tax return
for the short tax period of 1983 through the Effective Time, -

consistent with past separate basis returns prepared by

H. P. Smith, and submit same to Phillips for review no later than
December 15, 1983. Sellers agree to pay, on behalf of

H. P. Smith, any U.S. income taxes, not at the Effective Time
already paid, which are payable to the U.S. Treasury as a result
of H. P. Smith's operations for both such tax periods. Amounts
equal to amounts accrued in accordance with generally accepted
accounting principles on a basis consistent with such accruals in
prior years énd remaining on H, P. Smith's books at the Effective
Time for U.S. income taxes currently payable for said tax periods
will be paid by H. P. Smith to Sellers. State and/or U.S8, tax

refunds or credits, resulting from any tax audit or otherwise,
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with respect to tax periods prior to the year 1983, and with
respect to U.S. income taxes for the short tax period of 1983
through the Effective Time, shall inure to the benefit of Sellers
and the amounts thereof received by H. P. Smith, or by which
subsequent tax liability, if any, of H. P. Smith would be reduced
thereby, shall be promptly paid to Phillips by H. P. Smith upon
receipt of such refund or utilization of such credit; provided
however that to the extent, if any, such refunds or credits with
respect to any period before the Effective Time shall result from
carrybacks generated by H. P. Smith after the Effective Time,
such refunds or credits shall inure to the benefit of H. P. Smith
and the amounts thereof received by Sellers, or by which the tax
liability of either of them for any such prior period shall be

reduced thereby, shall be promptly paid to H. P. Smith by

Phillips upon receipt of such refund or utilization of such
credit. Buyer agrees to such payments, that same will not be
considered a distribution under Section 5D(3) above and will be
considered under this Agreement as being payments in the ordinary
and usual course of business and will take and/or cause to be
taken any action requested by Sellers to properly effect such

payments,

Any and all H., P. Smith U.S. income tax returns for
periods after the Effective Time and state income and franchise
tax returns for periods after 1982 shall be filed by and be the

responsibility of H. P. Smith and/or Buyer, and any U.S. income
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taxes accrued after the Effective Time and state income or
franchise taxes for periods after 1982 shall be the liability of
and paid by H. P. Smith and/or Buyer, except that for the period
January 1, 1983, through the Effective Time, neither H, P. Smith
nor Buyer shall be liable for any deficiencies in state income or
franchise taxes that are attributable to the inclusion of

H. P. Smith in a combined, consolidated or unitary return that
has been, should have been, will be or shall be filed with
Phillips. For 911 purposes of this Agreement a "state" tax shall
include a tax imposed by any. political subdivision of a state.

B. H., P. SMITH'S INSURANCE.

A. Liability and Property Damage.

H. P. Smith does not maintain any separate
liability insurance, for either special liability or
general liability coverage, or insurance on i£s assets
and equipment, except as reflected in Section 8B below
and Policy No. GL-1280810 issued by the Home Indemnity
Company of Manchester, New Hampshire, with a one-year
term ending April 19, 1984, maintained in compliance
with obligations of H. P. Smith under the lease from the
Village of Bedford Park on parking area. Such insurance
coverage for H. P. Smith is provided under policies
and/oxr agreements maintained by Phillips for itself and
subsidiaries. At the Closing Date Phillips will cause

H. P. Smith to be removed from the coverage, as to all
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events occurring after the Effective Time, of all such
policies and agreements of every kind under which it is
presently covered. General liability insurance coverage
of H., P. Smith has been so maintained at all times from
December 21, 1962, to date and will be continued through
the Effective Time, subject to various deductible
amounts listed on Exhibit J hereto. Phillips
represents, warrants and agrees that such insurance,
subject to policy terms and conditions and such
applicable deductibles, covers all claims which

H., P, Smith may become legally obligated to pay which
arise out of accidents or occurrences which happened
during the respective periods the policies were in
force, subject to the terms of coverage defined above.
In the event that any claim or suit is brought against
H. P. Smith based upon an accident or occurrence covered
by any such policies maintained by Phillips for itself
and subsidiaries, Phillips agrees to cooperate with and
to assist H. P. Smith in preparing and filing a claim
against the appropriate insurer(s) and in collection of
all insurénce proceeds that may become payable by said
insurer(s) with respect to such claim or suit; provided,
however, H. P. Smith shall bear its expenses in

connection therewith and shall reimburse Phillips for
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Phillips' out-of-pocket expenses in connection

therewith.

B. Workers Compensation.

Self-insurance permits for workers compensation
are maintained in the name or on behalf of H, P. Smith
in the States of Florida, Illinois and Iowa. With
respect thereto, in the States of Illinois and Iowa,
Phillips has given its guarantee of H, P. Smith's
obligations under the self-insurance permits. Each of
the above-named states will be notified that effective
as of the Closing Date H. P. Smith is no longer a
subsidiary of Phillips and that the Phillips guarantees
in Illinois and Iowa are cancelled effective as of the

Effective Time. Buyer understands that said

self-insurance permits will be effectively cancelled as
of the Effective Time. 1In the States of California,
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina,
Pennsylvania and Texas, workers compensation insurance
for H. P. Smith is provided under policies maintained by
Phillips for itself and subsidiaries. Phillips will
also cause H, P, Smith to be removed, as of the
Effective Time, from the coverage of said workers
compensation policies. In the State of Ohio,

H. P. Smith is covered for workers compensation risks

under the Ohioc State Insurance Fund Scheme. On or prior
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to the Closing Date, Buyer and Phillips agree to
execute, effective as of the Effective Time, such
transfer or other document as may be requested by Ohio
for the purpose of continuing the coverage of

H. P. Smith under said Fund after the Effective Time.

9. H. P. SMITH'S EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS.

Sellers represent and warrant as follows:
Exhibit K sets forth a complete and correct list of each pension,
profit sharing, insurance, welfare or other employee benefit
plan within the meaning of Section'3(3) of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Aét {BERISA) currently maintained by

H. P. Smith (collectively herein referred to as "Benefit Plans").

A true and complete copy of each such plan, including underlying
trust agreements and related current actuarial valuation reports,
if any, for defined benefit plans, has been delivered to Buyer.

With respect to each of those plans of H. P. Smith

which constitute an employee pension plan within the meaning of

Section 3(2) of ERISA, {(herein referred to as "Pension Plans"),

Sellers represent and warrant that:

(1) favorable determination letters have been
received from the U. S. Internal Revenue Service
(the "IRS") establishing the tax qualified status,
under Code Section 40l(a), of such plans, as
amended, which letters are dated July 14, 1980, as
to both the H. P. Smith Paper Co. Salaried
Retirement Plan and the H., P, Smith Paper Co. Hourly
Retirement Plan and July 15, 1980, as to the
Employee Savings and Investment Plan and Trust
Agreement of H., P. Smith Paper Co., and said letters
have not been revoked;
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(2) to the best knowledge of Sellers, none of
such plans has engaged in or been a party to any
prohibited transactions (as defined in Section 4975
of the Code or Section 406 of ERISA);

{3) there was no accumulated funding
deficiency within the meaning of Section 412 of the
Code or Section 302 of ERISA with respect to the
Pension Plans as of January 1, 1983;

(4) no reportable event has occurred within
the meaning of Title IV of ERISA;

(5) H. P. Smith does not participate, and has
never participated, in any multiemployer pension
plan as defined in Section 414(f) of the Code and
Section 3(37) of ERISA, and no withdrawal liability
within the meaning of Section 4201 of ERISA has been
asserted against H. P, Smith by any multiemployer
pension plan as defined in Section 414(f) of the
Code and Section 3(37} of ERISA;

(6) no plan of H. P, Smith covered by
Title IV of ERISA has been terminated since
September 2, 1974, and no material liability to the
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation has been or is
expected to be incurred prior to the Closing Date;

(7) no litigation is pending or to the best
knowledge of Sellers threatened against any plan
seeking the payment of benefits or alleging a breach
of trust or fiduciary duty by any plan fiduciary
unless such litigation is listed on Exhibit G; and

(8) Phillips shall execute such riders and/or
documents and/or take such actions as may be
reasonably required of Phillips to effectively, as
of the Effective Time, (i) remove H. P, Smith as an
Employer Member from group annuity contracts
GR-12266 and GR-9066 between The Travelers Insurance
Company and Phillips (the "GAC's"), and (ii)
transfer, pursuant to the terms of the GAC's, the
assets of the Pension Plans held in Accounts Nos. 1
and 2 of GR-12266 and Account No, 1 of GR-9066, to
such other funding agent(s) as may be designated by

H. P. Smith.

The H. P. Smith Pension Plans have been amended

since the date of the last respective favorable IRS determination
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letters received for such plans (the "Amendments"). Additional
modifications (the "Modifications") to the Pension Plans required,
under the Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility Act of 1982 (herein
referred to as "TEFRA"), to be effective as of January 1, 1983,
have been adopted with respect to the Pension Plans. Sellexs have
caused applications for favorable determinations by the IRS (the
“Applications”) to be filed with respect to such Amendments
(exclusive of the TEFRA Modifications referred to above). Buyer
and Sellers agree that H. P. Smith shall, whether before or after
the Closing Date, timely take such action and/or execute such
documents as Phillipé may deem necessary and/or appropriate to
further effect such Amendments and said TEFRA Modifications, and to
take such other actions to preserve the tax qualified status of the

Pension Plans for all taxable years (i) for which favorable

determination letters have not been received from the IRS, and

(ii) during any part of which Phillips owned the Stock, including
but not limited té such further action with respect thereto as may
be required by IRS and agreed to by Phillips as a condition to the
issuance of such favorable IRS determinations, and Sellers and/or
Buyer, as the case may be, shall cause H. P. Smith to take such
action and/or execute such documents;‘provided, however, that in no
event shall any such actions be taken and/or documents be executed
by H. P, Smith without the prior consent of Bﬁyer, which consent
shall not be unreasonably withheld. Phillips agrees to prepare, on

behalf and in the name of H., P. Smith, the necessary documentation
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and advise H. P. Smith of action on its part reguired in connection
with said Amendments, said Applications and said TEFRA
Modifications, including any Summary Plan Descriptions or Summaries
of Material Modifications required for H. P. Smith to be, as of the
Effective Time, in compliance with legal requirements with respect
to the Pension Plans. Such further action, if any, required by IRS
which is to be taken shall be completed prior to or as soon after
the Closing Date as reasonably possible. Buyer and/or H. P. Smith
shall be responsible for preparing and filing applications for
favorable determinations by the IRS with respect to said TEFRA
Modifications aﬁd agree to timely do so.

With respect to each of those plans of H. P. Smith
which constitute an employee welfare plan within the meaning of
Section 3(1) of ERISA (herein referred to as "Other Plans"),
Sellers represent and warrant that such plans have been
established and are in compliance with applicable requirements of
EﬁISA, except the H. P. Smith Paper Co. Medical Plan, including
the dental plan part thereof, to which written amendments must be
and are being made.

Phillips also agrees to prepare for and provide
to H. P. Smith, as soon as possible after the Closing Date,
additional documentation, if any, including any Summary Plan
Descriptions or Summaries of Material Modifications, necessary

for H, P, Smith to be, as of the Effective Time, in compliance

with legal requirements with respect to the Other Plans.
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Except as otherwise specifically provided in
this Section 9, from and after the Closing Date, Buyer and/or
H. P. Smith shall be solely responsible for required changes in
the Benefit Plans, if any, and Sellers shall have no
responsibility for or in respect of any such changes, and Buyer
and/or H. P. Smith shall be solely responsible for all changes in
the Benefit Plans, if any, required as a result of the Supreme
Court decision in the case of Arizona Governing Committee for Tax
Deferred Annuity and Deferred Compensation Plans v. Norris, 103
S.Ct. 3492 (1983), and Sellers shall have no responsibility fqr
or in respect of any such changes.

10. REVENUE BOND TRANSACTIONS.

H. P. Smith is a party to industrial revenue bond

transactions relating to both its Chicago Plant and its Iowa City

Plant. The agreements and other documents relating thereto to
which H. P. Smith and/or Phillips is a party or by which either
are bound, are listed on Exhibit D, Phillips will in accordance
with the provisions of the various documents relating thereto be
liable for the obligations of H., P. Smith thereunder in the event
of breach or default by H. P. Smith in any respect.

Buyer covenants and agrees at Phillips' request to
cooperate in all reasonable respects with Phillips, both before
and after the Closing Date, and after the Closing Date to cause
H. P. Smith to cooperate in all reasonable respecté with

Phillips, in an effort to cause Buyer to be substituted for
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Phillips and to obtain a full and complete release of Phillips
from any and all obligations, commitments and liabilities on,
under or with respect to both of said industrial revenue bond
transactions, effective as of the Effective Time, and Buyer
covenants and agrees, individually as to each of said
transactions, to execute and deliver such assumption, guarantee,
agsurance and other documents in respect thereto as may be
reasonably required respectively by the village of Bedford Park,
Illinois and'the City of Iowa City, Iowa, the respective Trustees
and/or Mortgagees and/or the respective Bondholders to effect
such substitution of Buyer and release of Phillips with respect
thereto; provided that Buyer's obligations and liabilities under
any such assumption, guarantee, assurance or other document are
no greater than Phillips' present obligations and liabilities
under the applicable documents which are listed on Exhibit D.
Unless and until such substitution for and release of Phillips
has been effected, H. P. Smith shall, and Buyer agrees to cause
H. P. Smith to, provide Phillips by certified mail, return
receipt requested, with true and correct copies of all payment
checks, certificates and other documents issued or delivered in
compliance with the obligations of H. P. Smith with respect to
the revenue bond documents on both the Iowa City Plant and the

Chicago (Bedford Park) Plant, to be provided simultaneously with

such issuance and/or delivery.
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11. REPRESENTATIONS, WARRANTIES AND AGREEMENTS OF BUYER,

Buyer represents, warrants and agrees as follows:

A. Organization and Standing of Buyer.

Buyer is a corporation duly organized, existing
and'in good standing under the laws of the State of
Virginia. A copy of Buyer's Articles of Incorporation,
certified by the Virginia State Corporation Commission,
and all amendments thereto to date and of the By-Laws of
Buyer as amended to date, certified by the Secretéry of
Ruyer, heretofore furnished by Buyer to Phillips are
true, correct and complete copies of said Articles of
Incorporation and By-Laws as amended, as of this date,
and there have been, and before the Closing Date will
be, no other amendments thereto.

B. Purchase for Investment.

Buyer's purchase of the Stock is being made for
its own account for investment and with no present
intention of further distribution or resale thereof.

C. Confidentiality.

All data and information heretofore or
hereafter furnished to Buyer by H, P. Smith or Phillips,
or any of the representatives of either, will remain

proprietary and be kept confidential in accordance with
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the terms of the Confidentiality Letter Agreement dated

February 14, 1983, between Phillips and Buyer until the

sale of the Stock hereunder has been closed, and in the
event that for any reason the sale hereunder is not
closed, Buyer will return to Phillips all such data and
information, and any copies thereof made by or for
Buyer, as provided in said Confidentiality Letter
Agreement and will not use any of same, oI its knowledge
thereof, in any way detrimental to Phillips and/or

H. P. Smith.

D. Agreement Not a Breach.

The fulfillment, performance and compliance with
the terms and provisions and the consummation of the
sale under this Agreement do not and will not conflict
with, violate or result in the breach of the terms,
conditions, or provisions of, or with or without notice
and lapse of time constitute a default under, or permit
the acceleration of any obligation under or permit the
termination of, any contract, indenture, agreement,
note, covenant, restriction or other instrument to which
Buyer is a party or by which Buyer may be bound, nor
violate the provisions of the Articles of Incorporation
and/or By-Laws of Bujer, nor, to the best of Buyer's

knowledge, conflict with, ox violate the provisions of
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any law, rule, regulation, order, judgment or decree
binding on Buyer.
E. Litigation.

There is no litigation or proceeding pending, or
to the best of Buyer's knowledge threatened, against
Buyer which seeks to prohibit, restrict or delay
consummation of the transactions contemplated hereby or
fulfillment of any of the conditions hereto.

F. Authority of Buyer.

Buyer is, and on the Closing Date will be, a
corporation duly organized, validly existing and in good
standing under the laws of the State of Virginia. AlL
corporate action on the part of Buyer has been taken

‘to properly authorize the execution of this Agreement on

its behalf and the consummation of the purchase of the
Stock in accordance herewith and this Agreement has been
duly and validly executed and delivered by Buyer and
constitutes the valid and binding obligation of Buyer
enforceable against it in accordance with its terms.
Buyer shall furnish prior to Closing a certified copy of
all corporate resolutions required to fully so authorize
this Agreement and the transactions contemplated hereby.

12. SELLERS' INDEMNIFICATION.

From and after the Closing Date, Sellers further

agree as follows with respect to the matters set forth below:
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A. Taxes.

To indemnify and hoid harmless H. P. Smith from
and against all income tax (including state income and
franchise taxes) assessments against H. P. Smith for any
period prior to the year 1983, and for U.S. income taxes
only for that portion of 1983 through the Effective
Time, and to handle at Sellers' expense, on behalf of
H. P. Smith and in its name, any tax audit, including
any administrative or judicial proceeding in respect
thereof, and to indemnify and hold harmless H. P, Smith
from and against all other taxes, due on or before the
Effective Time, on the property or arising out of the
business of H. P, Smith, and to handle at Sallers'

expensge, on behalf of H. P. Smith and in its néme, with

respect to such other taxes, any tax audit, including
any administrative or judicial proceeding in respect
theréof. No settlement of any tax audit or other tax
proceeding shall be effected by Sellers on behalf of

H. P. Smith which could reasonably be expected to have-
an effect on tax liability of H. P. Smith for any tax
period subsequent to the short tax period of 1983
through the Effective Time as to U.S. income taxes, and
subsequent to the year 1982 as to other taxes, unless
gellers have first notified H. P. Smith of the

prospective settlement so that H. P. smith has the
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opportunity to participate in the settlement process for
the protection of its interests; and if H. P. Smith
shall notify Sellers that it is assuming, at its
expense, the conduct of the audit to the extent it
relates to items that could reasconably be expected to
have such an effect, H. P. Smith shall be entitled to do
so, provided that no settlement of any audit so assumed
shall be effected without the concurrence of Sellers in
such settlement., Buyer and H. P. Smith shall make
available to Sellexs, or if H. P. Smith elects to assume
the conduct of an audit pursuant to the preceding
sentence, Sellers will make available to H. P. Smith,
any and all records necessary for Sellers or

H. P. Smith, as the case‘may be, to properly evaluate,

handle and defend such tax audits, asgessments, or
proceedings, and Buyer and/or H, P. Smith shall execute
the documents necessary for Sellers or H. P. Smith, as
the case may be, to do this and to keep Sellers
currently advised of any such activity in this area.

For the purposes of this Section 12A and of Section 134,
the terms "tax" and "tax liability" shall include any
applicable interest and penalties. |

B. Unitary Return Inclusion.

To indemnify and hold harmless H. P. Smith from

and against liability for any deficiencies in state
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income or franchise taxes for periods after 1982 that
are attributable to the inclusion of H. P. Smith in a
combined, consolidated or unitary return that has been,

should have been, will be or shall be filed by Phillips.

C. Litigation and Claims.

To indemnify and hold harmless H. P. Smith, and
to handle in H. P. Smith's name and on its behalf, the
litigation, claims and workers compensation claims
disclosed on Exhibits B and G, and any other workers
compensation claims for injuries sustained prior to the
Effective Time and asserted against H. P. Smith within
one {l) year after the Effective Time.

D. Other Litigation.

Po indemnify and hold harmless H. P. Smith from
and against any liability arising out of personal
injury, disease or death, herein individually referred
to in this Section 12D as "Event", arising out of the
manufacture or sale by H. P. Smith of the product
manufactured by H. P. Smith at its Chicago Plant which
utilized a paper feedstock containing some asbestos, or
arising out of exposure on the premises of H. P. Smith
prior to the Effective Time to said product or
materials used in the manufacture thereof, provided the
injury, manifestation or death occurs within twenty

(20) years after the Effective Time and, with respect
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to death, claim therefor is asserted within three (3}
years of such death; provided, however, for any such
Event as may be covered and insured by any policy of
insurance in the name of H. P. Smith, as insured, and
in force at any time prior to the Effective Time, or by
any policy of insurance referred to in Section 8A of
this Agreement provided for H. P. Smith since

" December 21, 1962, Sellers' obligation hereunder shall
be reduced by the amount of any insurance proceeds paid
under any such insurance as a result of such Event.

The product referred to in this Section 12D is the type
of product which was manufactured by H. P. Smith prior
to the acquisition by Phillips of the stock of

H. P. Smith.

Should any such Event occur which may be covered
and insured by any policy of insurance in the name of
H. P. Smith, as insured, Buyer and H. P. smith, with
the cooperation and assistance of Phillips, agree to
prepare, file and diligently pursue under applicable
insurance coverage a claim agalnst the appropriate
insurer(s) and to collect all insurance proceeds that
may become payable by said insurer(s) with respect to
such Event; provided, however, H. P. Smith shall bear

its expenses in connection therewith and shall
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reimburse Phillips for Phillips' out-of-pocket expenses
in connection therewith.

Should any such Event occur which may be covered
and insured by any policy of insurance referred to in
Section 8A of this Agreement provided for H. P. Smith
since December 21, 1962, notwithstanding any provisions
of such Section 8A to the contrary, Buyer and
H. P. Smith agree to cooperate with and to assist
Phillips in preparing and filing a claim against the
appropriate insurer(s) and in collection of all
insurance proceeds that may become payable by said
insurer(s) with respect to such Event; provided,
however, Phillips shall bear its expenses in connection
therewith and shall reimburse H. P. Smith and Buyer for

their out-of-pocket expenseé in connection therewith.

E. Benefit Plans.

In the event that the Amendments referred to in
Section 9 above, or any of them, require any action to
restore rights or beﬁefits of former or present
employees under the Pension Plans to levels they would
have attained had the Amendments been adopted on or
prior to the date as of which they are required to be
ef fective, then Sellers agree to reimburse H. P. Smith
for any cost of such restoration, applicable to periods

prior to the Effective Time, which are incurred by
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H. P. Smith, if any, in excess of the assets of the
Pension Plans available for application to such

restoration.

F. Representations and Warranties, etc.

To indemnify and hold harmless Buyer from and
against any loss or damage resulting from any breach of
the representations, warranties and agreements of
Sellers, or the agreements of H. P. Smith to be
performed before the Closing Date, contained in this
Agreement,

Gl Other.

To indemnify and hold harmless H. P. Smith and

Buyer, and each of them, from and against any and all

claims, demands, actions, proceedings, judgments,

settlements, costs and legal and other out-of-pocket

expenses incident to any matter covered by the

provisions of Sections 12A, B, C, D, E and F above.
Sellers shall have no liability or obiigation under this
Section 12 unless: (1) Buyer shall have given prompt written
notice to Sellers of any assertion of liability by a third party
which could reasonably be ekpec;ed might give rise to a claim by
Buyer or H. P. Smith‘against Sellers under this Section 12; and
(2) upon Sellers having agreed in writing that they are obligated
so to indemnify with respect thereto, Sellers have been allowed

exclusive direction and control of the handling, defense and/or
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settlement of any action, suit, proceeding or other claim to
which the provisions of this Section 12 apply, without any
interference by Buyer, H. P. Smith or any other person or entity
on behalf of either or claiming rights under or through either of
them, other than participation in any tax settlement process as
contemplated in Section 12A above; provided that Sellers shall
not make any settlement of any claims, other than settlements
involving only the payment of money or other satisfaction which
does not affect H. P. Smith or Buyer, or the business or assets
of either of them, without the written consent of Buyer, which
consent shall not be unreasonably withheld. Without limiting the
generality pf the foregoing, it shall not be deemed unreasonable
to withhold consent to a settlement involving injunctive or other
equitable relief against H. P. Smith or Buyer or their respective
assets, employees or businesses.

13. BUYER'S INDEMNIFICATION.

From and after the Closing Date, Buyer further

agrees as follows with respect to the matters set forth below:

A. Taxes.

To indemnify and hold harmless Sellers, and
each of them, from and against any liability for any tax
imposed upon either or both of Sellers attributable to
the Buyer and/or H. P. Smith electing or being deemed to

have elected the provisions of Section 338 of the
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Internal Revenue Code of 1954 and the regulations
thereunder as in effect at the Closing Date.

B. Benefit Plans.

Subject to the provisions of Section 12E above,
Buyer agrees to indemnify and hold harmless Sellers from
and against any and all claims and/or liabilities of any
kind, which arise after the Effective Time, under or
with respect to any of the Benefit Plans or to any
participant(s) thereunder.

C. Revenue Bond Transactions.

To indemnify and hold harmless Phillips from
and against any and all liability arising after the
Effective Time, under or by reason of the Loan Guaranty

Agreement dated as of December 1, 1976, executed by

Phillips for the benefit of the Village of Bedford Park,
Illinois, and/or which may result from any breach or
default by H. P. Smith after the Effective Time of any
of its obligations under or by virtue of (1) the
Assignment of Lease made and entered into the 13th day
of October, 1969, between Phillips and H. P. Smith, by
which Phillips'assigned its interest in a lease dated as
of May 1, 1969, between Phillips, as Lessee, and the
City of Iowa City, Iowé, as Lessor, and {(2) the First

Supplemental Lease dated May 1, 1970, between Phillips

47




and the City of Iowa City, Iowa, and endorsed by

H. P. Smith,

D. Representations and Warranties, etc...

To indemnify and hcld harmless Sellers, and
each of them from and against any loss or damage
resulting from any breach of the representations,
warranties, and/or agreements of Buyer or the agreements
of H. P. Smith, to be performed after the Closing Date,
contained in this Agreement,

E. General,

To indemnify and hold harmless Sellers, and
each of them, from and against any and all liabilities
arising out of or based upon any debt, obligation

contract, agreement or liability of or claim against

H. P. Smith with respect to which Sellers have not
indemnified H. P. Smith under this Agreement,

F, QOther,

To indemnify and hold harmless Sellers, and
each of them, from and against any and all claims,

demands, actions, proceedings, judgments, settlements,
costs and legal and other out-of-pocket expenses
incident to any matter covered by the provisions of
Sections 13A, B, C, D and E above.

Buyer shall have no liability or obligation under this Section 13

unless: (1) Sellers shall have given prompt written notice to
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Buyer of any assertion of liability by a thirg party which could
reasonably be expected might give rise to a claim by Sellers, or
either of them, against Buyer under this Section 13; and (2) upon
Buyer having agreed in writing that it is obligated so to
indemnify with respect thereto, Buyer shall have heen allowed
exclusive direction and control of the handling, defense and/or
settlement of any action, suit, proceeding or other claim to
which the provisions of this Section 13 apply without any
interference by Sellers or any other person or entity on behalf
of either or claiming rights under or through either of them;
provided that Buyér shall not make any settlement of any claims,
other than settlements involving only the payment of money or
other satisfaction which does not affect Sellers, or either of

them, their respective businesses or assets, without the written

consent of Sellers, which consent shall not be unreasonably
withheld. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, it
shall not be deemed unreasonable to withhold consent to a
settlement involving injunctive or other equitable relief against
Sellers, or either of them, or their respective assets, employees

Oor businesses,

14. RECORDS OF H. P, SMITH AFTER CLOSING.

A. Access by Sellers.

Buyer covenants and agrees that, after
reasonable notice by Sellers to Buyer and to

H. P. Smith, it will permit and cause H. P, Smith to
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permit any authorized repfesentative or representatives
of Sellers to inspect, audit and make copies, during
normal business hours, with respect to either periods of
time before or after the Effective Time hereunder, of
any and all of the books and records of H. P. Smith at

any time or times following the Effective Time for the

purpose of:

(1) preparing any and all tax returns referred
to in Section 7 above or which Phillips may be
required by law to make, either itself or on behalf
of H. P. Smith, and/or of resolving and/or settling
any tax audit or assessment by any governmental
authority, including but not limited to preparing
for and handling to conclusion any administrative or
judicial proceeding in respect thereof;

(2) preparing, handling, defending and/or
settling any suit and/or other matter to which the
provisions of Section 12 above apply;

(3) for any other purpose necessary ar
appropriate to anything to be done or permitted to
be done under this Agreement or relating to
ownership of H. P, Smith prior to the Closing Date
or relating to obligations of Buyer and/or
H. P. Smith to Sellers under this Agreement.

B. Record Retention.

Buyer further agrees that it will not and will
not permit H. P. Smith to destroy any books and records
of H. P. Smith relating to periods before the Effective
Time without written consent of Phillips; provided,
however, in lieu of continuing to hold such books and
records H. P. Smith may notify Phillips of its desire to

destroy specified books and records and, in such event,
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Phillips agrees that within sixty (60) days of receipt
of such notice, Phillips will either authorize

H. P. Smith to destroy such books and records or
instruct H. P. Smith to return such books and records to
Phillips, at Phillips' expense, to such locations as
Phillips may direct. Phillips may also provide

H, P. Smith, from time to time, with lists designated as
"Legal Holds", and other information, relating to books
and records of H. P. Smith relating to periods before
the Effective Time in ordef to give guidance as to what
books and records Phillips is under a legal obligation
to retain as a result of its prior ownership of

H. P. Smith; but the furnishing of such lists shall not

increase the responsibility of Buyer and H. P. Smith

under the first sentence of this Section 14B or under
other provisions of this Agreement.

15. FURTHER COVENANTS AND AGREEMENTS.

A. Computer Lease.

H. P. Smith presently has an agreement dated
July 23, 1982, with Phillips entitléd "Equipment Lease
Agreement" (the FSublease“), a copy of which has been
furnished to Buyer. This Sublease provides for the
sublease to H. P. Smith by Phillips of certain computing
equipment which is leased (the "Lease"), together with

other computing equipment, by Phillips from Equilease
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Marketing Corporation under lease dated July 23, 1982,
Phillips and H. P. Smith have amended said Sublease by
an Amendment dated as of September 30, 1983. Unless an
assignment of the Lease, as referred to in said
Amendment, has been made on or before April 15, 1985,
Phillips agrees to terminate the Lease insofar as it
covexs the equipment under the Sublease and will
cooperate with H. P. Smith and Buyer in their effort to
acquire, by leagse or otherwise, the equipment presently
covered by the Sublease.’

B. Transition Assistance.

In order to assist Buyer in the transition of

the ownership of H. P. Smith, Phillips agrees, for a
period not to exceed sixty (60) days following the

Closing Date (the "Period"), to make or cause to be made
available to H., P. Smith, if Buyer requests, the full
time services of James A. Kinnebrew, W. B. Thompson,
David Stoops and R. E, Michels, herein individually and
collectively referred to as "Loaned Employees", each of
whom will immediately after the Effective Time become
employees of Phillips or a direct or indirect subsidiary
of Phillips, herein referred to as "Phillips Emplofer“,
and each of ﬁhom will be and remain at all times during
the Period the employee of their respective Phillips

Employer. The services of each of the Loaned Employees,
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if utilized, shall be continuous, not intermittent. For
said services Buyer and/or H, P. Smith shall pay, in
arrears, on the first day of each calendar month to the
Phillips Employer of each Loaned Employee whose services
are used by H. P. Smith a sum equal to 143% of the
Loaned Employee's monthly salary with his Phillips
Employer, prorated on a daily basis for services of less
than a month, in each case in full payment for the cost
of salafy and benefits for the Loaned Employees.
Services of any such Loaned Employee may be terminated
by Buyer at any time during the Period by fifteen (15)
days prior notice to Phillips. The Loaned Employees
will be covered by the benefits and policies of their
respective Phillips Employers except that each will
observe the holiday policy of H. P. Smith.

Buyer and H., P. Smith agree, jointly and
severally, to indemnify, defend and hold harmless
Phillips and the respective Phillips Employers of
the Loaned Employees from and against any and all
claims, demands, actions, procgedings and judgments, of
any nature whatsoever, and éll costs and legal and
out-of-pocket expenses incident thereto, asserted by or
in favor of any person whomsoever, including Loaned
Employees, arising out of or in any way connected with

the performance of services by Loaned Employees for
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H. P. Smith pursuant to this Section 15B, and whether or
not resulting from the negligence of Loaned Employees.
To the extent, if any, that Phillips and/or the Phillips
Employer is reimbursed, under applicable insurance
coverage, for any losses indemnified against under this
Section 15B, Buyer and H. P. Smith shall not be
obligated hereunder; provided, however, that
notwithstanding the foregoing, Buyer and H. P. Smith
shall be obligated to Phillips under this Section lSB'in
any case where the negligence of Buyer and/or

H. P. Smith contribute to the loss and Phillips declines
insurance reimbursement for the loss.

C. Medical Examinations.

It is expressly recognized that Phillips has

caused periodic medical examinations to be available to
certain present and retired employees of H. P. Smith who
were in the employ of H. P. Smith during the period 1949
through 1960. Such employees and retired employees, and
their status, are set forth on a list bearing the
designation "9/14/83" in the upper right hand corner and
furnished to Buyer on or about September 15, 1983.

Buyer agrees, at its cost and expense, to cause such
examinations to be made available to such employees and
retirees, including those who hereafter retire or

terminate, no less frequently than once every three
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years with such examinations, as to each of the
identified persons, to include a medical history, chest
x-ray (PA and Lateral), spirometry (FVC and FEV, three
or more trials of at least six seconds of maximum
patient effort), and a stool Hemocult, and to annually
advise the Medical Director of Phillips, in writing, the
names of each of said persons who, during the preceding
twelve (12) months, (l)had such examination, identifying
any of such persons who were referred for consultation,
and (2) was given the opportunity to have suﬁh
examination but who did not have the examination.

D. Due Diligence.

Each of the parties will respectively exercise

due diligence in efforts to cause to be satisfied the

conditions to be complied with by each of them,
respectively, as provided in this Agreement; in
obtaining any and all consents, waivers, authorizations
and approvals required on their part, respectively, for
them to complete this transaction; in giving any notice
or making any filing with any governmental agency in-
réspect of this transaction which may be required to be
given or filed by sucﬁ party under any applicable law,
rule or regulation; and, in executing and delivering all

documents, instruments and copies thereof, necessary to
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the other party, provided for herein or proper in
carrying out the purpose of this Agreement.

E. Cooperation.

Buyer agrees to and to cause H, P, Smith to
cooperate with and assist Sellers, and each of them, and
Sellers, agree to cooperate with and assist Buyer and
H. P. Smith in connection with any c¢laim, dispute,
action, proceeding, litigation, investigation, contest,
tax or other governmental audit, or any other matter,
based upon or arising in connection with any obligation,
duty, cont?act, liability, claim or other matter
relating to H. P, Smith for or with respect to which
Sellers, or either of them, or Bufer or H, P. Smith, as
the case may be, have any obligation under this
Agreement or under any applicable law, rule or
regulation, and to provide documentation, information
and other assistance reasonably requested in connection

with or relative thereto and not otherwise readily

available.

F. Publicity.

None of the parties hereto will ﬁake, or cause
to be made, and will use their best efforts to prevent
their employees and agents from making or causing to be
made, any public disclosure or publicity release

pertaining to this Agreement, any information relating
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thereto or the subject matter thereof, without the
consent of the other parties to the exéct text of such
disclosure or release; provided, however, that
notwithstanding the foregoing each party shall be
permitted to make such disclosures to the public or to

public or governmental agencies as may be deemed

necessary by such party's counsel to comply with and
prevent violation of applicable laws of either the
United States or of any state thereof.

G. Acknowledgment of Buver,

Buyer expressly acknowledges and agrees that it
has made its own independent examination and
investigation of the 1983 Statements and the Six Year

Summary and of the assets, properties, books and records

of H. P. Smith and has satisfied itself as to the
correctness, adequacy, condition and extent thereof, and
agrees that except for the representations and
warranties specifically set forth in this Agreement, no
representation or warranty of any kind or nature,
whether legal, financial, or otherwise, relating to
H. P. Smith, its business, éondition or affairs has been
maée to Buyer by, or on behalf of, Sellers, and that
except as herein specifically set forth Sellers make no
representation or warranty, express or implied, as to

the quality, condition or fitness of the assets of
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H. P. Smith and same are sold on an "AS IS" basis.

Buyer further hereby agrees that in the event the sale
of the Stock is consummated hereunder, Buyer shall, at
the Effective Time, accept the Stock and the books,
records, contracts, obligations, liabilities,
properties, assets and business of H., P. Smith in an

"AS IS" condition and shall thereafter have no recourse
whatsoever against Sellers, or either of them, in regard
thereto except to the extent expressly provided in this

Agreement,

H., Trademarks, etc., of Sellers.

In recognition of the fact that certain of the
assets of H. P. Smith have imprinted thereon the name

"Phillips Petroleum Company," the name "Phillips" or the

trademarks, logotype and variations thereof relating
thereto, as soon as practicable on and after the Closing
Date, Buyer shall cause H. P. Smith to remove such
names, trademarks and logotype from, or render such
names, trademarks and logotype illegible on, all assets
of H. P. Smith on which such names, trademarks or
logotype are imprinted or legible; provided, however,
that Buyer may sell or otherwise dispose of inventories
of finished producﬁs and packaging materials on hand as
of the Closing Date without complying with this

Section 15H for a period not to exceed 12 months after
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the Effective Time; and provided further that such
removal or rendering illegible shall not be required
with respect to assets which are not visible to public
view. Except as provided in the preceding sentence,
Buyer covenants and agrees that from and after the
Effective Time, H. P. Smith shall have no rights to the

use of and shall make no use of the name or any

tradename or tradema;k of either Seller, or any
affiliate or subsidiary of either Seller, or any
abbreviations or initials thereof, or any insignia,
shields or other identifying emblems of any said
entities, and Buyer shall take and/or cause to be taken
such action as may be necessary and/or appropriate to

prevent any such use thereof by H. P. Smith,

Y. Phillips' Environmental Guarantee - Iowa City.

H. P. Smith is listed with the Iowa Department
of Water, Air and Waste Management ("Department"),
formerly the Iowa Department of Environmental Quality,
as owner or operator of a hazardous waste management
facility at its Iowa City Plant under EPA Identification
No. IAD 050691617. In accordance with applicable
federal regulations under the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act ("RCRA") and Iowa state requirements,
Phillips has undertaken, to the Department, by Corporate
Guarantee for Closure or Post~Closure Care dated July 1,

1982 ("Guarantee"), to guarantee performance by
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H. P. Smith of closure and post-closure care of said
facility as required. On or as soon as practicable
after the Closing Date, Phillips will terminate said
Guarantee in accordance with the terms thereof, Buyer
agrees that within ninety (90) days after the Closing
Date, Buyer will either provide financial assurance in
the name of H. P. Smith; or cause H. P. Smith to provide
same, as specified in Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 or
265, as applicable, and obtain written approval of such
assurance from the Department Executive Director and/or
the United States Environmental Protection Agency as
applicable, or in lieu thereof take such action, or
cause H. P. Smith to take such action, as may be
required so that H, P. Smith is no longer required to
comply with the applicable financial assurance
requirements of Subpart H of 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265
for the above mentioned facility, so as, in either
event, to relieve Phillips of any further obligation
under or by reason of the Guarantee,

Buyer further agrees to indemnify and hold
harmless Phillips from and agalnst .any and all
llablllty, claims, demands, actions, proceedings,
judgments, settlements, costs and legal and other
out-of-pocket expenses arising from events that occur
after the Effective Time under or by reason of the above

mentioned Guarantee dated July 1, 1982.
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J. Further Assurances.

From time to time, without further
consideration, Sellers and each of them, will execute
and deliver such documents to Buyer or H. P, Smith, as
Buyer and H. P. Smith may reasonably request in order
more effectively to consummate the transactions
contemplated hereby, and Buyer and H. P. Smith will
execute and deliver such documents to Sellers, or either
of them, as Sellers may reasonably request in order more
effectively to consummate the transactions contemplated
hereby.

16. OBLIGATIONS OF H. P. SMITH.

By signing the Consent and Agreement appended to
this Agreement, H. P. Smith acknowledges the provisions of this
Agreement applicable to H, P. Smith and consents thereto and
agrees to be bound by the terms and provisions thereof.

17. OBLIGATIONS OF THE PARTIES.

A, Of Buyer.
The obligations of Buyer to purchase the Stock

under this Agreement are subject to the following

conditions:

(1) That Sellers' representations and
warranties in this Agreement were true in all
material respects at the date hereof, and are true
in all material respects at and as of the Closing
Date as though same were made at and as of said

time.

(2) That Sellers have performed and complied
in all material respects with all of the terms,
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conditions and agreements contained in this
Agreement to be performed and complied with by them
on or prior to the Closing Date,

{3) That Buyer has received a certificate
dated as of the Closing Date of a Vice President of
Phillips certifying, to the best of such officer's
knowledge and belief, as to the satisfaction of the
conditions set forth in (1) and (2) of this
Section 17a,

(4) That Buyer shall not have been advised,
in writing or by its legal counsel, that this
Agreement and/or the consummation of the sale of
the Stock hereunder is not legal or valid,

(5) That Sellers have, in writing, waived as
a breach any events occurring after the date of
this Agreement which have been disclosed to Sellers
and would but for such waiver constitute a breach
of the representations, warranties and agreements
of Buyer and/or H. P, Smith contained in this

Agreement, |

(6) That Buyer shall have received an opinion
from counsel to Phillips to the effect that:
(i) Phillips and Foundation are corporations duly
organized, validly ekisting and in good standing
under the laws of the State of Delaware and the
State of Oklahoma, respectively, and each of them
has full corporate power to enter into and perform
this Agreement; (ii) this Agreement has been
executed and delivered by Sellers and is a valid
and binding obligation of Sellers enforceable
against them in accordance with its terms, except
{(x) that such enforcement may be subject to
bankruptcy, insolvency, reorganization, moratorium
or other similar laws now or hereafter in effect
relating to creditors' rights and (y) that the
remedy of specific performance and injunctive and
other forms of equitable relief are subject to
certain equitable defenses and to the discretion of
the court before which any proceeding therefor may
be brought; (iii) H. P. Smith is a corporation duly
organized, validly existing and in good standing
under the laws of the State of Illinois, with total
authorized capital stock of 5,000 shares of common
stock having a par value of $50.00 per share, of
which only the Stock is issued and outstanding; and
to the best knowledge of such counsel there are,
except for this Agreement, no outstanding stock



warrants, options or rights to acquire any of the
stock of H. P. Smith or any security convertible
into such stock; (iv) Sellers have good title to
the Stock, free and clear of all liens and
encumbrances; (v) the instruments of transfer
relating to the Stock are sufficient to transfer to
Buyer good title thereto, free and clear of all
liens and encumbrances; and (vi) the execution and
performance of this Agreement does not and will not
violate the provisions of the Articles of
Incorporation or Bylaws of H. P, Smith or either
Seller and, to the best knowledge of such counsel,
does not and will not conflict with, violate or
result in the breach of the terms, conditions, or
provisions of, or with or without notice or lapse
of time constltute a default under, or permit the
termination of, any contract, indenture, agreement,
note, covenant, restriction or other instrument to
which H. P. Smith and/or either Seller is a party
or by which any of them may be bound.

B. Of Sellers.

All obligations of Sellers under this Agreement

are subject to the following conditions:

(1) That Buyer's representations and
warranties in this Agreement were true in all
material respects at the date hereof and are true
in all material respects at and as of the Closing
Date as though same were made at and as of said

time.

(2} That Buyer has performed and complied in
all material respects with all of the terms,
conditions and agreements contained in this
Agreement to be performed and complied with by it
on or prior to the Closing Date.

(3) That Sellers have received a certificate
dated as of the Closing Date of a Vice
President of Buyer certifying, to the best of such
officer's knowledge and belief, as to the
satisfaction of the conditions set forth in (1) and

(2) of this Section 17B.

(4) That Sellers have not been advised, in
writing or by their legal counsel(s), that this
Agreement and/or the consummation of the sale of
the Stock hereunder is not legal or valid.
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{5) That Buyer has, in writing, waived as a
breach any events occurring after the date of this
Agreement which have been disclosed to Buyer and
would but for such waiver constitute a breach of
the representations, warranties and agreements of
Sellers contained in this Agreement, and any such
waiver by Buyer shall constitute a waiver by and be
binding upon H. P. Smith.

(6) That Sellers shall have received the
opinion of McGuire, Woods & Battle, general counsel
to Buyer, to the effect that: (i) Buyer is a
corporation duly authorized, validly existing and
in good standing under the laws of the State of
Virginia and has full corporate power to enter into
and perform this Agreement; (ii) this Agreement has
been executed and delivered by Buyer and is a valid
and binding obligation of Buyer enforceable against
it in accordance with its terms, except (x) that
such enforcement may be subject to bankruptcy,
insolvency, reorganization, moratorium or other
similar laws now or hereafter in effect relating to
creditors' rights and (y) that the remedy of
specific performance and injunctive and other forms
of equitable relief are subject to certain
equitable defenses and to the discretion of the
Court before which any proceeding therefor may be
brought; and (iii) the execution and performance of
this Agreement does not and will not violate the
provisions of the Articles of Incorporation or
Bylaws of Buyer and, to the best knowledge of such
counsel, does not and will not conflict with,
violate or result in the breach of the terms,
conditions, or provisions of, or with or without
notice or lapse of time constitute a default under,
or permit the acceleration of any obligation under
or permit the termination of, any contract,
indenture, agreement, note, covenant, restriction
or other instrument to which the Buyer is a party
or by which Buyer may be bound. 1In giving the
opinion in clause (ii) above, such counsel may
assume that the applicable laws of the State of
Oklahoma are the same as the applicable laws of the

State of Virginia.
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18. SURVIVAL OF COVENANTS.

A1l statements, representations, warranties,
covenants and agreements contained herein shall survive the

closing hereunder.

19. GENERAL PROVISIONS.

A. Exhibits.
Exhibits A through K attached hereto are

incorporated into this Agreement for all purposes to the
same extent as if set forth herein at length.

B. Representative Capacities Only.

The respective officers of Buyer and of Sellers
who execute this Agreement or any certificate or other
instrument in connection herewith or in connection with

the closing hereunder, are and will be doing so in their

respective capacities as officers of their respective
corporations, and not individually, and shall not be
held personally liable to any of the parties hereto in
connection with or in respect of any statement contained
herein or in any such certificate or other instrument.

C. Brokers.

Each of the parties hereto represents that it
has not retained any broker, finder, consultant or other
agent whatsoever, or paid, or agreed to pay, any
broker's or finder's fee or commission, or other

compensation or remuneration, in connection with this
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transaction, and will indemnify each of the other
parties hereto against any claims or liability for any
such fee, commission, compensation or remuneration of
any broker, finder, consultant or other agent arisihg by
reason or out of any understanding, arrangement, dealing
or any other thing done by such party.

D. Expenses.

Each party hereto agrees to pay its own
expenses in connection with this Agreement, the
transaction hereunder and any other transaction or
matters pursuant to or in connection with this
Agreement, whether or not the sale of the Stock provided
for herein is consummated.

E. Applicable Law,.

This Agreement and the transaction hereunder
shall be governed by and construed in accordance with
the laws of the State of Oklahoma.

20. NOTICES.

Any notice, request, demand or other communication
hereunder shall be in writing and shall be deemed to be properly
given if delivered personally or sent by certified United States
mail, postage prepaid, returﬁ recelpt requested, addressed, as
the case may be, to Sellers or to Buyer at their respective

addresses shown herein. Notice given by mail shall be deemed
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given on the date on which same is deposited in the United States
mail in accordance with this provision.

2]l. SUCCESSORS AND ASSIGNS,

The terms, provisions and conditions of this
Agreement shall be binding upon and inure to the benefit of the
parties hereto, and, to the extent provided herein, H. P. Smith,
and their respective successors and assigns; provided, however,
that neither this Agreement nor any interest therein shall be
assigned by Buyer or H. P. Smith without the written consent of
Sellers or by Sellers without the written consent of Buyer,
except that after the Effective Time such consent shall not be
required in the event of an assignment to a transferee as a part
of a transfer of all of the assets and liabilities of the

assigning party; provided, however, the assigning party shall not

be relieved of any of its obligations or liability under or by
virtue of this Agreement by reason of any such assignment.

22. ENTIRETY OF AGREEMENT,

This Agreement sets forth the entire agreement and
understanding of the parties in respect to the sale contemplated
'hereby, and supersedes for all purposes any and all prior
agreements, arrangements and/or understandings relating to the
subject matter hereof, and may be amended, modified, superseded

or cancelled only by written instrument executed by each of the

parties hereto,.
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23. INTERPRETATION AND HEADINGS.

The paragraph and subparagraph headings contained
herein are for reference purposes only and do not constitute a |
part of this Agreement and shall not in any way affect the ‘

meaning or interpretation hereof.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, Sellers and Buyer have executed this

Agreement as of the day and year first above written.

ATTEST: JAMES RIVER CORPORATION OF VIRGINIA
el > ¥ by oot Lovnaii)e
/%gyﬁ Secretary David & McKittrick, Senior Vice
President, Chief Financial Officer

ATTEST ¢ PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY
%W/ By
Secretary R. G. Askew, Senior Vice President i?“Lf‘
ATTEST: PHILLIPS PETROLEUM FOUNDATION, INC.
G C et . w PEL eEC
Secretary M. E. ngseik—~Pre51dent
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CONSENT AND AGREEMENT

H. P. Smith Paper Co. ("H. P. Smith") hereby
acknowledges the terms and provisions applicable to H. P. Smith
in the foregoing Stock Purchase Agreement.between Phillips
Petroleum Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as
Sellers, and James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer, and
does hereby consent to and agree to be bound by such terms and

provisions.
EXECUTED as of the 12th day of October, 1983.

H. P. SMITH PAPER CO.

By M/QQAM
W. K. Shriver, President ?ﬁuL’

ATTEST:

N A7 0D

~— Secretary
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EXHIBIT A

(consisting of three pages designated
respectively Exhibit A-1, A-2 and A-3)

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.



H. P. Smith Paper Company EXHIBIT A-1
Balance Sheet
at June 30, 1983

{(Unaudited)
$'000
Assets
Current Assets
Cash $ 43
Accounts Receivable (Less Allowance 3$63) 5,754
Inventories (Less Reserve for LIFO $4,122) 3,992
Prepaid Expenses & Other Current Assets 134
Total Current Assets $ 9,923
* Intercompany Receivables (MNet) 1,111
Properties, Plants & Equipment
Less Depreciation & Amortization 20,057
Deferred Charges 26
Total Assets 331,117
LiabiTities
Current Liabilities
Accounts Payable _ $ 2,009
Long Term Debt due within One Year 280
Accrued Income & Other Taxes ’ 324
Other Accruals 627
Total Current Liabilities 3,240
Long Term Debt _ 2,650
Other Long Term Liabilities 13
Deferraed Income Taxes 3,536
Total LiabiTities $9,439
Stockholder's Equity
Common Stock ($50 par value)
Shares authorized (5,000)
Shares issued (2,400) 120
Capital in excess of Par Value of
Common Stock - 29
Earnings employed in the Business
Beginning of year 20,893
Current Year 640
Treasury Stock (50 shares) 4
Total Stockholder's Equity 21,678
Total Liabilities & Stockholder's Equity $31.,117
* Intercompany Receivables (Net) consist of:
H, P. Smith cash held by Phil1ips Petroleum Company 5,493
Long Term Advances from Phillips Petroleum Company . {4,157)
$1,336
Due to Phil1ips Petroleum Company for services (11)
Due to Phillips Chemical Company for services (23)
Due to Phillips Chemical Company -~ Plastics Branch
for resins (trade account) {191)
$ 1,11
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EXHIBIT A-2

H. P, Smith Paper Company
Statement of Income

$'000
Six Months Ended
June 30
1983 1982
Revenues

Sales and other operating revenues 325,173 $24,39%4

Costs and Expenses
Raw material used 14,305 16,653
Production and operating expenses 6,039 5,908
Inventory fluctuations 582 (2,315)
Selling expenses 1,621 1,585
General and administrative expenses 134 S0
Depreciation and amortization ; 787 : 668
Taxes other than incomes taxes 563 476
Interest and expense on indebtedness 104 107
Total costs and expensas 324,735 323,278
Income Before Income Taxes 1,037 1,116
Provision for income taxes 397 457
Net Income 010 § 659
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FOR THE YEARS ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1977 THROUGH 1982

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM COMPANY
H. P, SMITH PAPER COMPANY
TNCOME STATEMENT

'EXHIBIT A-3

Gross Income

Raw Material Used
Operating Expense
Selling Expense
General Expense
Depreciation Expense

Income Before Income Taxes

Income Taxes

Net Income

{000™s DoTTars]

1977
¥ 332%0
19282
1012
2138
2451
. 612 31455
1795
330
$ la6s

1978
$ 40460
23246
8747
2366
2788
213 38060
2400
1037

$ 1363

------ December 31,--

1979 1980

$ 47773 $ 48924
26987 27983
9985 8899
2680 2993
3190 3417

979 4382} 1051 44343

3952 4581

1653 2138

$ 2259 $ 2443

1981

§ 55251
31574
10461
34
3291

1100 50140

5111

2158

$ 2953

1382

$ 51419
29850
10240
3507
3112

1255 47964

3455

1595

$ 1860



EXHIBIT B

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundatlon, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.,

1. Liabilities, if any, arising out of or from the litigation-
and claims reflected on Exhibit G of the Agreement .

2. Potential llablllty for clean up at the Alburn, Illinois,
waste disposal site,

3, Liability for federal, state and local taxes for 1982.




EXHIBIT C

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum

Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
~ James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

Other conditions and possible claims, not elsewhere disclosed,
within Section 5C of the Agreement.

1. Claims on U. S. Patent No. 3,518,158, held by Arhco, Inc.
believed by Phillips to be most likely invalid.

2. Claims arising out of the manufacture and sale of the product
described in Section 12D of the Agreement .

3. Claims arising from customer complaints identified belows:

H. P. Smith

Customer Name Complaint WNo.
3M ~ st. Paul 30D*
W. R. Grace 81E
3M - 8t. Paul 77F
3M ~ Brookings 37G
Ameri Cal Corp. 69G*
Flexcon, Inc. 31H*
Rapid Processing 32H
Flexcon, Inc. 33H*
Allen Arthur 35H*
Lamart Corporation 41H
Soundcoat Company 50H
Essex Chemical : 544
Flexcon, Inc. 554
Engineered Adhesives 61H*
Mi?liken & Company 67H*
Flexcon, Inc. ' 72H
Rexham Corporation 74H*
W. R. Meadows 78H
3M - Springfield 80H
Fasson 83H
Mactac Morgan 87H
Gila River Products 88H
W. R. Grace 89H
Rexham Corp, 90H*

Uniroyal, Inc. 91H




EXHIBIT C (Cont'd.)

Customer Name

H. P. Smith
Complaint No.

Canada Decal 924
3M ~ Brookings 93g*
Emhart Chemical 95H
Flexcon, Inc. 97H*
Flexcon, Inc,. 100H
Air-0-Plastik 11
Techniseal 21
Flexcon, Inc. 3I*
Flexcon, Inc. 4T
W. R. Grace - 5T
Andover Medical ‘ 71
Kendall Company 81
Engineered Coated Prod. 9I
3M - Nevada 101
Flexcon, Inc. 1i1*
Flexcon, Inc. 1271
Foam Seal 131
Hallmark Cards 141
Lamart Corp. . 151
B. F. Goodrich 16X
Flexcon, Inc, 171
General Formulations 181
Brunswick Corp. 181
Meyer Cord. 201
A.F.V. Manufacturing 211
3M - Nevada 221
. 3M - Nevada 23T

* These have been resolved at H. P. Smith as either
invalid or with the customer due credit which is to be
issued, which in the aggregate will not exceed
$30,000.00. :

The complaints listed above, exclusive of those noted as
resolved, have been reviewed by the sales, manufacturing and
technical personnel at H. P. Smith and their best estimate of the
maximum aggregate exposure of H. P. Smith on such complaints is
$450,000.00, and they do not expect exposure on any single
complaint to exceed $35,000.00,



EXHIBIT D

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc,, as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of virginia, as Buyer.

Title exceptions referred to in Section S5E of the Agreement,

I. Industrial Revenue Bond Agreements and documents referred to
in Section 10 of the Agreement:

Al

Bedford Park (Chicago) Plant:

l.

Series 1976 Note dated December 1, 1976, in
the principal amount of $1,000,000, from H. P. Smith
to the Village of Bedford Park, Illinois.

Loan Agreement dated December 1, 1976, between
H. P. Smith and the Village of Bedford Park,

Illinois,

Trust Indenture dated December 1, 1976, between the
Village of Bedford Park and The First National Bank
in Bartlesville, as Trustee, pursuant to which the

Series 1976 Note and the Loan Agreement in items 1
and 2 above were assigned to the Trustee.

Memorandum of Agreement dated May &, 1976, between
the Village of Bedford Park and H. P. Smith.

Loan Guaranty Agreement dated December 1, 1976, from
Phillips Petroleum Company to The First National Bank
in Bartlesville, as Trustee.

Iowa City Plant:

1,

Lease

a. Lease dated May 1, 1969, from the City of Iowa
City, Iowa, to Phillips Petroleum Company.

b. Assignment of Lease dated October 13, 1969, from
Phillips Petroleum Company to H. P. Smith Paper
Co,

¢. First Supplemental Lease dated May 1, 1970,
between the City of Iowa City and Phillips
Petroleum Company and endorsed by H. P. Smith.




Mortgage and Indenture of Trust dated May 1, 1969,
between the City of Iowa City and Third National Bank
in Nashville, as Trustee.

First Supplemental Mortgage and Indenture of Trust
dated May 1, 1970, between the City of Iowa City and
Phird National Bank in Nashville, as Trustee.

Instrument of Consent dated May 1, 1870, executed by
Phillips Petroleum Company, and Ratification by
Assignee dated May 1, 1970, executed by H., P. Smith,
relating to the First Supplemental Mortgage and
Indenture of Trust in item 3 above.

Construction Deposit Agreement dated May 1, 1969,
between the City of Iowa City, Phillips Petroleum
Company and Third National Bank in Nashville, as
Depository (which Agreement has been fully
completed) .

Agreement dated February 28, 1969, between the City
of Iowa City and Phillips Petroleum Company .

Joint Written Agreement dated May 1, 1970, between
the City of Iowa City and Phillips Petroleum Company.

Agreement and Release of Easements dated May 1, 197¢,
between the City of Iowa City, Phillips Petroleum
Company, H. P. Smith and Third National Bank in
Nashville, as Trustee.

I1. Terms, provisions, conditions, covenants, limitations,
reservations and restrictions of the agreements and documents
referred to in I.A and I.B of this Exhibit D and the

following:

A,

As to the Bedford Park (Chicago) Plant:

1.

Deed dated April 11, 1963, to H., P. Smith from
Clearing Industrial District, Inc. (two parcels),

Deed dated April 11, 1963, to H. P. Smith from
Clearing Industrial District, Inc. (one parcel).

Deed dated January 3, 1963, to H. P. Smith from Alton
Box Board Company.

Quit Claim Deed and Grant of Easement dated June 18,
1974, to H. P. 8mith from The Belt Railway of
Chicago.



10.

11.

12,

Deed dated February 9, 1981, to H. P. Smith from
Alton Box Board Company.

Deed dated January 15, 1981, to H. P. Smith from
J. Bernard Jacobsen, et ux.

Agreement dated February 27, 1963, for rental by
H., P. Smith of parking area, from the Village of
Bedford Park.

Lease dated December 1, 1975, to H. P. Smith from The
Belt Railway Company of Chicago, for sidewalk use.

‘Agreement dated April 11, 1963, for fire protection

water connection by H. P. Smith with Clearing
Industrial District, Inc.

Right of Way Easement dated June 21, 1973, to
H. P. Smith from the Village of Bedford Park for
water main construction.

Right of Way Easement dated November 26, 1976, from
Walnut Management Corporation to Commonwealth Edison

Company.

Agreement of Sublease dated April 15, 1976, from
H. P. Smith to Alton Box Board Company.

As to the Iowa City Plant:

1.

Deed dated June 18, 1969, to the City of Iowa City
from Phillips Petroleum Company.

Deed dated June 23, 1970, to the City of Iowa City
from Phillips Petroleum Company.

Conveyance, Assignment and Bill of Sale dated May 1,
1970, to the City of Iowa City from Phillips

-Petroleum Company.

Drainage Easement dated September 22, 1970, to
Phillips Petroleum Company from Business Development,
Incorporated.

Agreement to Exchange Drainage Easement dated

July 14, 1975, between R. M. Boggs, et al. and
Phillips Petroleum Company relating to the Drainage
Easement in item 5 above.




IIX. Exceptions to title appearing in the following:
A. As to the Bedford Park (Chicago) Plant:

1. Chicago Title and Trust Company Owner's Policy
No. 53-04-848 dated April 11, 1963, issued in the
name of H. P. Smith Paper Co., as insured.

2. Chicago Title and Trust Company Owner's Policy
No. 52-73-196 dated April 15, 1963, issued in the
name of H. P. Smith Paper Co., as insured.

3. Title Opinion dated March 25, 1975, by Lashly,
Caruthers, Thies, Rava & Hamel.

4. Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation Owner's Policy
No. 582115 dated March 15, 1981, issued in the name
of H. P. Smith Paper Co., as insured.

5. Chicago Title Insurance Company Owner's Policgy
No. 68-05-005 dated January 23, 1981, issued in the
name of H. P, Smith Paper Co., as insured.

B. As to the Iowa City Plant:

Final Abstract Opinion dated May 13, 1969, by Jay H.
Honohan

IV. Easements, encroachments, overlaps, conflicts in boundaries
or other matters, if any, that would be reflected by an
accurate survey and inspection.

V. Terms and conditions of the leases and rental arrangements
with respect to personal property referred to on Exhibit E of

the Agreement.,

VI. Statutory and/or common law landlord liens, if any, under the
laws of the States of Iowa and Illinois, and the right to
statutory and/or common law liens under the laws of the
States of Towa and Tllinois for labor, material and/or
services arising out of uncompleted work or projects;
provided, however, no such lien or right to lien, is with
respect to past due or delinquent accounts or indebtedness
and no action is pending to foreclose on any such lien or
right to lien.



EXHIBIT E

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

Contracts, commitments and leases referred to in Section 5G of
the Agreement:

1. Those disclosed on Exhibits D, F, I and K of the Agreement or
elsewhere in the Agreement,

2. Bank arrangements for accounts, lock boxes and safe deposit
boxes identified to Buyer under Section 5H of the Agreement.

3. Home Indemnity Company of Manchester, New Hampshire,
insurance Policy No. GL-1280810, liability relating to lease
from the Village of Bedford Park on parking area.

4. Workers compensation coverage under The Ohio State Insurance
Fund Scheme,

5. Letter of indemnity dated April 5, 1983, by H. P. Smith to
John J. Mietlicki relating to Duncan vs. H. P. Smith et al
reflected on Exhibit G of the Agreement,

6. Confidentiality agreements with customers:

a. Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company dated
October 27, 198¢0.

b. W. H. Brady Co. dated November 20, 1981,

c. Rexham Corporation dated June 24, 1982,

7. Confidentiality agreement with Dow Corning Corporation
(as potential supplier) dated October 22, 1982,

8. Licenses and assignments, provision for which is made in
Section 5K of the Agreement, and assignments of agreements as
to confidential information provided for in Section 5G of the
Agreement ,*

* These will not be terminated on the Closing Date,



9. Equipment etc. ... rentals with:

a. Container Rental - Drea Rolloff containers ~ Iowa City
Plant,

b. City of Iowa City - 2 fire hydrants.

¢. Pitney Bowes ~ postage meter and mailing equipment -
Chicago Office,

d. Pitney Bowes ~ postage meter - Iowa City Plant.

e. P B Leasing - mailing equipment - Iowa City Plant.

f. Minnesota Mining and Manufacturing Company - 42 Static

Eliminators - both plants.
g. Western Union - telex equipment.

10, Personal property leases:

a. Equipment Lease Agreement (a sublease), dated July 23,
1982, as amended by Amendment dated September 30, 1983,
Phillips Petroleum Company, lessor, computer equipment —
Chicago Office,**

b. Dated July 21, 1980, Xerox Corporation, lessor, 3450
copler - Chicago Office.

¢. Dated July 9, 1982, Xerox Corporation, lessor,

3100 copier - Iowa City Plant,

d. Dated August 10, 1981, International Business Machines
Corp., lessor, printer, data and display stations and
software - Chicago Office.

e. Dated July 6, 1983, Xerox Corporation, lessor, 400-I
telecopier, Iowa City Plant.

11. London Guarantee & Accident Company Policy Nos. N-10171
(July 1, 1979 to June 30, 1980) and N-12114 (July 1, 1981 to
June 30, 1982) not now in force but under which accounts
listed on Attachment I to this Exhibit E, which is made a
part hereof by reference, have been filed for collection.

12. Sales Contract dated January 1, 1983, as amended by Amendment
No. 1 dated September 16, 1983, with Phillips Chemical
Company, as seller, supply of extrusion coating grade

LDPE.*%*

13. License from Network Associates, Inc. dated November 9, 1979,
for private label packaging of products and commitment to
Network Services Company relating to food wrap products dated
July 13, 1978 and October 2, 1978.

** This agreement will not be terminated on the Closing Date.




14,

15.
16,
17,
18,
.19.

20.

21. .

22.

23.

24,

25.

26,

27.

28,

29,

Elsner Engineering Works, Inc. dated October 26, 1972,
covering the use of information on design and construction of
the "H. P. Smith" removable plastic core.

Dow Corning Corp. dated May, 1977, as amended by letter dated
January 21, 1981, covering the purchase of Silicone.

International Paper Co., dated January 1, 1983, covering
supply of Reelcote paper,

Northern Illinois Gas Company dated June 2, 1976, covering
the purchase of gas,

Commonwealth Edison Company dated March 13, 1973, covering
the purchase of electricity.

Cohan & Paul Inc. dated October 1, 1980, covering
advertising services.,

Towa-Illinois Gas and Electric Co. dated November 20, 1969,
covering the purchase of electricity and transformer rental.

Western Welghlng and Inspection Bureau dated September 6,
1979, covering the acceptance of weights and descriptions on

bllls of lading.

Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Co. dated
January 1, 1971, as followed by an additional agreement
dated July 1, 1977, covering rail service.

Telephone Analysis Co. dated August 18, 1978, for surveying
communication systems and telephone dlrectory advertising.

Illinois Bell Telephone Co. dated August 31, 1982, covering
furnishing, installing and malntalnlng software for |

telephone system.

Settlement Agreement dated August 15, 1983, with Scharr
Industries, Inc.

Koppers, The Aetna Casualty and Surety Company dated
April 26, 1977, roof bond.

Knickerbocker Roofing & Paving Co. Inc. dated May 30, 1981,
roof guarantee.

T. G. Dax & Associates dated April 8, 1982, for services in
regard to Cook County, Illinois, tax assessments.

Settlement Agreement dated October 13, 1981, with Daubert
Industries, Inc. et al.




30,

31.
32.

33.

34.
35.
36.
37.

38,

The following relating to the expansion project at the
Iowa City Plant:

a. Contract No. ICM 22150 with Fandell, Inc.,, Work Orders
thereunder and Purchase Order dated November 1z, 1982,
with United Fire & Casualty Company Performance Bond and

Labor and Material Payment Bond.

b. Contract No. ICE 25171 dated September 13, 1983, with
0. F, Paulson, Work Orders thereunder and Purchase Order
dated August 23, 1983, with Merchants Bonding Company,
Performance Bond and Labor and Material Payment Bond both

dated September 13, 1983.

¢. Contract No. ICM 22265 dated November 19, 1982, with
Viking Fire Protection Company, Work Orders thereunder
and Purchase Order dated November 19, 1982.

d. Contract No. ICM 22245 with West Side Erectors, Inc.,
Work Orders thereunder and Purchase Order dated

November 19, 1982.

H. P, Smith Purchase Order No. E19730 to Worldwide Conveyor
Machine Co. for lab coating line.

H. P. Smith Purchase Order No. E24391 to Planned Interiors,
Inc. for office partitions. :

Contract No. ICE 25428 dated October 12, 1983, with Townsend
Roofing and Sheet Metal Co., Inc. and Purchase Order of the
same date and number for roof rebuilding at the Iowa City

Plant,

H. P. Smith Purchase Order No. P-25305, dated September 13,
1983, to Crown Zellerbach for 0iling Stock.

H. P. Smith Purchase Order No. P-25391, dated October 5,
1983, to Union Camp for paper stock.

H. P. Smith Purchase Order No. P-25472, dated October 10,
1983, to International Paper Co. -~ Louisiana Mill for paper

stock.

H. P. Smith Purchase Order No. P-25474 dated October 10,
1983, to International Paper Co. - Louisiana Mill for paper
stock.

Distributorship Agreements:

a. Cupples Paper Bag company dated July 1, 1982, covéring
the sale of food wrap products.




39.

40,

b. Scott Graphics International, a division of Scott .
Continental S.A. dated February 1, 1983, covering the
sale of release products.

c. Affiliated Paper Companies dated August 10, 1983,
covering the sale of food wrap and industrial products,

Sales Representative Agreements and Arrangements,

a. Agreements:

(1) Dyal Sales Co., Inc. dated June 14, 1982, covering
the sale of food wrap products.

(2} Rudd and Worfford, Inc. dated June 21, 1982,
covering the sale of food wrap products.

(3) Scott Graphics International dated September 13,
1983, for sales to 3M Co. in Rurope.

b. Arrangements:

(L) Pacon Corporation - Natick, Massachusetts
(2) Walter Taillie Assoc., Inc. - Rochester, New York

Broker Agreements and Arrangements for Food Wrap Products:

4. Agreements:

(1) D. G, Baker & Co. dated February, 1975,

(2) Michael Albert Brokerage Co. dated June, 1968,

(3) Campbell-Hulihan Co. dated January 24, 1980.

{4) Buttry-Taylor, Inc. dated December, 1976.

(5) Blackwell-Stevenson Company dated August, 1955.

{6) Hammack & Assoclates dated March, 1969,

(7} Southeastern Brokerage Co., Inc. dated October,
1977.

(8) Cadena-Jacson, Inc. dated October, 1977,

(9) James 0. Brown Co. dated July, 1957.

(10) Groesbeck & Mancini dated September, 1969,

(11) Paul Inman Associates dated November, 1975.

(12) Arrow Sales & Marketing dated October, 1978.

(13) Humphrey-Clower Co. dated December, 1966.

(14) Read-Mallon-Clanton Sales dated September, 1978.

(15) Roberts & Associates dated October, 1979,

(16) Demmerle, Bosse & Grey dated July, 1977.

(1l7) Wyman Platt & Associates dated September, 1978. ,

(18) Kurtzman, Bentley & Fahrenbruch dated October, 1963.

(19) Ferguson Brokerage Co. dated June, 1959,

(20} Diaz/Robertson Brokerage Co. dated August, 1978,

(21) Arkansas Brokerage Co. dated October, 1977, .

(22) George Oliva Co. dated January, 1980.

(23) Marvin Garrett Co. dated April, 1977.

(24) Quesenberry & Catlin dated October, 1979,



(25) Coffaro & Matakis Co., Inc. dated October, 1956.
(26) Le Gros—Waddell Co. dated February, 1962.
(27) R. E. Mcbhaniel Co. dated June, 1958.

(28) Hull Sales Co., Inc. dated June, 1960.

b. Arrangements:

(1) Commonwealth Brokerage Co.
(2) G. Nelson Sales Co.
(3} Wiginton-Metropolitan, Inc.
(4) Tri-Finer Brokerage, Inc.
(5) R. H. Wallish Associates
(6) G. Krautblatt Co.
(7) Sell Associates
(8) Craig Brokerage Co.
(9) Brown-Stagner Brokerage Co., Inc.
(10) United Sales Co.
(11) Performance Systems-Montana Division
{12) Wood & Bramblett, Inec.
(1l3) Hutchison-Donawho-West Co.
(14) Upstate Food Brokers
(15) Harwood—-Goldford & Baker
(16) McDermott Food Brokers, Inc.
(17) Damon Sales Co., Inc.
(18) Albany Brokerage Co.
(19) Earl Tonkin, Inc.
(20) United Food Brokers
(21) Beadles & Wright, Inc,
(22) Znerold Brokerage, Inc.
(23) Backer-Le Jeune, Inc.
{24) Kelley—-Clarke Co.
{(25) Bell & Schroetenboer

Warehouse Agreements and Arrangements:

a. American Storage Co.

b. Central Cumberland Corp.

Cc. Central Detroit Warehouse Co. dated June 1, 1982,
d. Cupples Paper Bag Co. dated July 1, 1982,

. Gilbertville Storage, Inc.
. Gratton Warehouse Company dated March i, 1982,

Marshall Warehouse Company
. Metropolitan Distribution Centers, Inc. dated March 5,
1982.
1. Murphy Warehouse Company dated April 1, 1982.
j. Murphy Bonded Warehouse, Inc.
k. Peninsular Warehouse Co., Inc. dated September 1, 1982,
1. Piepho Moving & Storage dated February 1, 1982,



Attachment I

Attachment I to Exhibit E of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

Date of Balance
Customer Write off 9-30-83
Hudson Wholesale Prior to 1980 2,619.41
Lehigh Wholesale " 697.92
Pregs Labs " 5,223.44
Riverside Wholesale " 533.45
Special Products Inc. " 4,418.,29
United Printer/Converters n 3,650.90
Webtek Corp. " 3,503.26
Studio One 9-79 6,181.15
Med General, Inc. 1980 8,296.16
Caposzello Paper 1981 1,890.16
Ccircle Packaging 3-81 702.96
Syntac " 54,296.20
Mac's General Store " 500.00

Fricke & Peters 5-81 2,991.12



EXHIBIT F

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

Contracts and commitments referred to in Section 5H of the
Agreement,

1.

2.

3.

Agreements respecting confidential information of

H. P. Smith, referred to in Section 5G .of the Agreement.
Collective bargaining agreements reflected on Exhibit I.

Employee benefit plans set forth on Exhibit K.

Powers of Attorney to act on behalf of H. P, Smith referred
to in Section 5H of the Agreement:

1.

Dated September 28, 1983, to Colleen Hutchison and Peter
J. Marks to act w1th reSpect to Application for
Determination: H. P. Smith Paper Co. Salaried Retirement

Plan and any administrative appeals.

Dated September 28, 1983, to Colleen Hutchison and Peter
J. Marks to act with respect to Applications for
Determination: H. P. Smith Paper Co. Hourly Retirement
Plan and any administrative appeals.

Dated September 28, 1983, to Colleen Hutchison and Peter

J. Marks to act with respect to Applications for
Determination: Employee Savings and Investment Plan and

Trust Agreement of H. P. Smith Paper Co. and any
administrative appeals.

Letter Agreement dated April 8, 1982, with Theodore
G. Dax & Associates relating to state and local property
taxes in Cook County, Illinois.

Power of Attorney for prosecuting U.S. Patent Application
Serial No. 529,004, to L. N. French, J. H. Hughes,

H. D. Doescher, Jack E. Phillips, James W. Williams,

B. H, Geissler, John D, Olivier and Bion E. Hitchcock.



EXHIBIT G

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer,

Pending Litigation and Proceedings referred to in Section 5I of
the Agreement:

A. Other than Workers Compensation

1. Counterclaim asserted in H. P. Smith Paper Co. vs. Studio
One, Inc., No. 80 M1-101936, Circuit Court, Cook County,

Illinois, First Municipal District,.
2. Barbara Duncan vs, H, P. Smith Paper Co., John J.

Mietlicki and Leonard Lister, No. 83 L 3691, Circuit
Court, Cook County, Illinois, County Department, Law

Division. '

3. Russell Wende vs. H. P, Smith Paper Co., No. 81 I 25003,
Circuit Court, Cook County, Illinois, County Department,
Law Division.

B. Workers Compensation

1. Duncan, Barbara (Secretary}, auto injury, not company
car, not on job.

2. Young, Roger R. (Slitter Operator), ankle fracture.

3. Fernandez, Richard (Operator), bruised arm and hand.

4. Hollis, Jerry Dale (Operator}), hot glue on arm and hand.
5. Bryant, Fount (Maintenance), elbow and chin burn.

6. Brvant, Fqunt (Maintenance), broken finger;

7. Brown, Edward W. (Slitter Operator), pulled muscle.




EXHIBIT H-1

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company_and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

GROUP 1
Phillips
Reference U.S8. Patent Issue Date Inventor
13825 3,318,721 May 9, 1967 G. E. Lineburg
13930 3,341,388 September 12, 1967 E. D. Bunyea
16254 3,412,918 November 26, 1968 C. C. Sherman
15895 3,432,333 March 11, 1969 A. R, Hurst
16094 3,494,783 February 10, 1970 T. J. Kimura and
A. R. Hurst
19752 3,690,909 September 12, 1972 J. G. Finley
21466 3,749,593 July 31, 1973 L. H. Keiser
20490 3,752,732 August 14, 1973 L. A. Peterson and
J. 6. Finley
22537 3,860,383 January 14, 1975 Paul Sirevicius
22914 3,862,869 January 28, 1975 L. A. Peterson and
J. G. Finley
22263 3,936,582 February 3, 1976 L. H. Keiser
21719 3,783,089% January 1, 1974 A. R. Hurst and
S. §. Mirasol
31415 ASN 529,004 filed 9/2/1983 L. H. Keiser and
H. M. Challender

% U, S. 3,783,089 has been assigned jointly to H. P.
as S. 5. Mirasol was a Sealright Co., Inc.
the conception of the invention.

Co., Inc.

Phillips
Reference
17545
17789
18978
25710

26148
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Patent No. Issue Date
US3,503,782 March 31, 1970
083,567,571 March 2, 1971
US3,577,885 May 14, 1971
US4,151,344 April 24, 1979
US4,261,876  April 14, 1981
US4,288,496 September 8, 1981
CA1,113,197 November 24, 1981

#CA 1,113,197 corresponds te US 4,151,344
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Reference
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18634
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U.S. Patent Issue Date
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3,893,957 July &, 1975
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R. J. Martinovich
Johnny L. Wells
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EXHIBIT H-2

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company.and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer,

SMITH MARKS AND SMITH COPYRIGHTS

SMITH COPYRIGHTS:

NONE

SMITH MARKS:
HMARK

Aspen
HPS
Sta-Tuf
Loxol
20 Below
20 Below & Design
Poly S1lik
PolyCEL
- Super 20 Below
Fixol ,
Super Un-Lox
Un~Lox
Cor-o-bate



EXHIBIT I

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

Collective bargaining Agreement dated February 3, 1983, between

H. P. Smith and Internatidnal Brotherhood of Teamsters Local

No. 714.




BEXHIBIT J

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
("Agreement") dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum
Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer,

Insurance deductible amounts referred to in Section 8A& of th
Agreement: '

Deductible Amount

Period
December 21, 1962 to July 1, 1970 $ 100,000
July 1, 1970 to January 1, 1980 $ 250,000

January 1, 1980 through the

Effective Time $1,000,000



EXHIBIT K

Attached to and made a part of Stock Purchase Agreement
dated October 12, 1983, between Phillips Petroleum

Company and Phillips Petroleum Foundation, Inc., as Sellers, and
James River Corporation of Virginia, as Buyer.

{("Agreement")

Fach plan as defined in Section 3(3) of ERISA as referred to

in Section 9 of the Agreement:

1. H. P. Smith Paper Co. Salaried Retirement Plan

2. H. P, Smith Paper Co. Hourly Retirement Plan

3. Employee Savings and Investment Plan and Trust Agreement
of H., P. Smith Paper Co.

4. H. P. Smith Paper Co. Group Insurance Plan, inclusive of
the following health maintenance plans available as
alternate benefits under the Medical Plan:

a. Michael Reese Health Plan
b. HMO of Illinois (a/k/a Health Assurance Plan)

5. H. P, Smith Paper Co. Long-Term Disability Insurance Plan

6. H. P. Smith Paper Co. Voluntary Group Accident Insurance

7. H. P. Smith Sales Person Compensation Program -

B. Other employee benefit programs:

1, H. P.
2, H., P.
3. H. P.
4. H. P.
5. H. P.

Smith
Smith
Smith
Smith

Smith

Paper
Paper
Paper
Paper

Paper

6. Benefits provided
Standard Operating Policy

Co.

Co.

Co.

Co.

Co.

Unavoidable Absence Benefit Plan
Vacation Pay Plan

Employee Moving Policy
Educational Assistance Plan

Scholarship Prograﬁ

for under the H. P. Smith Paper Co.

7. H. P. Smith Paper Co. Employee Suggestion Plan

8. H. P. Smith Paper Co. medical examination program

9, H. P. Smith Paber Co. service award prograimn

C. The contracts and commitments relating to and evidencing the
foregoing plans and programs.
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GARY DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. LANDFILL
479 North Cline Avenue
P.O. Box 6056
Gary, Indiana 46406
_ EPA LD. No. IND 077 005 916
Solid Waste Construction Permit No, SW-133
Solid Waste Operating Permit No. 45-2

initiated by
Matthew T. Klein
Hazardous Waste Section
Office of Enforcement
‘Indiana Depaitment of Environmental Management
October 14, 1996
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January 1970

National Disposal Contractors of Barrington, Hlinois, proposed a landfill at the current
Gary Development Company, Inc. (“GDC”) site. The proposal was denied because (1)
insufficient impermeable soil cover; (2) subsurface material was sand; (3) the water table was
two (2) feet below the surface of the site; and (4) the site was in the floodplain of the Grand
Calumet River. The site was formerly a borrow pit for the construction of Interstate 90.

January 13, 1970

The proposed solid waste landfill site was evaluated by representatives of the National
Disposal Contractors and representatives of the Indiana State Board of Health (“ISBH”).

January 22, 1970

: A letter to Mr. George Edema, Vice President, National Disposal Contractors, was issued
_ from Mr. Ray Kocher, Chief, General Sanitation Section, Division of Sanitary Engineering,
ISBH stating that the “site is not satisfactory for a sanitary landfill operation.” Specifically,
sufficient cover material, necessary and of a quality for proper operation of a sanitary landfill,
was not available at the site; and the identification of fine sand from zero (0) to thirty (30) feet
did not provide protection from leachate contamination.

October 19, 1970

The Common Council of the City of Gary on October 6, 1970 passed Ordinance No. 4489
entitled, “An Ordinance Allowing 'Special Use' in M-3 District of Chapter 8, Entitled
'Manufacturing Districts' of Title 6 Entitled 'Zoning Ordinance’ of the Municipal Code of the City
of Gary, Indiana.” Section 2 of Ordinance No. 4489 states, “As special conditions of the
aforesaid Special Use and as an additional restriction on said use, the following requirements
shall hereafter and at all time be met by the owner, lessee or any other person, firm or corporation
using such real estate:

1. That the petitioner submit to this commission site plans and their program for
operations before the erection of the plant and commencement of operations.

2. That the hole be drained of water and that it will be continually pumped until the
completion of the landfill or termination of the Special Use by the City of Gary.

3. That the Sanitary District approve the outflow of water to prevent pollution.

4. ° That there will be no open burning and any burning or smoke emission be in
conformance with the Gary Air Pollution Ordinance.
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5. That if this petition is approved, the petitioner will post a $100,000 bond for the
life of the dump. This bond will guarantee landfill, the fencing of the dump and
any liability that may result from the operation of the dump.

6. That all garbage, trash and refuse dumped, will be compressed.

. That the compressed garbage will be covered daily with sand or dirt to seal it.

8. That no additional sandmining or earth removal be carried out except site
preparation for construction of the plant and for use as cover material over the
compressed garbage.

9. That failure to comply with the above listed conditions is adequate groﬁnds for the

Director of the Department of Development and Planning with concurrence of the
Corporation Counsel to revoke this Special Use.” S R

Ordinance No. 4489 was signed by Maydr Richard Hatcher on October 19, 1970.
August 25, 1972

Messrs. Robert Babcock, Robert Heider, and Robert Cotton, ISBH, met with Mr. Jackie
Shropshire, attorney representing the Rock Road Construction Company (5915 North Rogers
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois), the owner of the site. M. ‘Shropshire noted that his client was
interested in seeking approval to use the sixty-one (61) acre borrow pit for use as a solid waste
landfill. He stated that the borrow pit is approximately twelve (12) years old and has a depth of
roughly twenty-five (25) feet. Mr. Shropshire provided a copy of Gary City Ordinance No. 4489,
signed by Gary Mayor Richard Hatcher on October 19, 1970, evidently approving the use of the
borrow pit, with stipulations, as a solid waste landfill. Mr. Shropshire was currently waiting for
the ISBH to approve the pumping of the water within the borrow pit into the Grand Calumet
River.

October 3, 1972

Mr. Joseph Tite, P.E., City Engineer for Michigan City, telephoned Mr. Babcock to notify
that he was considering acting as the consulting engineer for the owner of the site, Mr. Tite
noted that the borrow pit would have to be drained prior to construction of the solid waste
landfill. He inquired as to what analyses would need to be performed to demonstrate that the
borrow pit water would not violate Stream Pollution Control (“SPC”) Regulation 7R when
pumping such water into the Grand Calumet River. Mr. Babcock suggested BOD, total
phosphate and ammonia nitrogen would be needed, and possibly various metals, in making such
a determination.

October 1972
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M. Joseph Tite, P.E., contacted the ISBH to notify it that he had been hired by the Road
Rock Construction Company from Illineis to design a solid waste landfill at the GDC site. Mr.
Tite requested permission from the Stream Pollution Control Board (“SPCB”) to discharge water
from the flooded borrow pit into the Grand Calumet River. After an analysis of the water within
the borrow pit, the SPCB granted the now Gary Land Development Company, or GDC,
permission to pump this water from the borrow pit into the Grand Calumet River on May 16,
1973.

May 7, 1973

Mr. Tite issued a letter to Mr. Roland P. Dove, Chief, General Sanitation Section,
Division of Sanitary Engineering, ISBH, requesting permission to begin pumping water from the
borrow pit into the Grand Calumet River. It was estimated that the process would take
approximately thirty (30) to forty (40) days. Mr. Tite proposed that the point of discharge occur
on the north bank of the Grand Calumet River approximately 0.4 miles east of Cline Avenue.
The letter noted that once the water is removed from the borrow pit, GDC would begin
construction of the external separate perimeter drainage system, internal bottom grading of the
site, and separate leachate collection trenching, - .

-May 16,1973
A letter was issued to Mr. William Nanini, GDC, from Mr. Oral Hert, Technical
- Secretary, ISBH, stating the SPCB had approved Mr. Tite's proposal to pump water from the
borrow pit into the Grand Calumet River on May 15, 1973. The approval was granted with the -

* following conditions:

1. A complefe proposal for the sanitary iandfill operation be submitted to and
approved by the ISBH prior to any operations in the dewatered pit;

2. That, if nuisance or pollution conditions are created, immediate corrective action
will be taken by the operator;

3. That all necessary local permits, including zoning, be obtained prior to any
operation; and :

4, That this approval be renewed upon any change in ownershlp or operating
contractor.

This approval was noted as Approval No. SW-129.

May 31, 1973
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GDC submitted a solid waste landfill proposal as prepared by Mr. Tite. The proposal
included: (1) an exterior perimeter drainage system; (2) clay walls to seal the walls of the borrow
pit; (3) an interior leachate collection system to be connected to the East Chicago Sanitary
District sewer system; (4) daily clay cover; (5) no disposal of liquid or sludge wastes; and (6)a
system of groundwater monitoring wells was to be installed around the perimeter of the site.

June 21, 1973

The proposai for the construction of the GDC solid waste landfill was approved (Solid
Waste Construction Permit No. SW-133) by the SPCB. [Fi inding of Fact No. 3 in Cause No. N-
146 notes this date to be June 19, 1973.] ‘ - '

Angust 20, 1973

A letter was issued to Mr. Nanini from Mr. Victor Wenning, P.E., Assistant Chief,
Division of Water, Indiana Department of Natural Resources (“IDNR™), advising Mr. Nanini that
pursuant to Chapter 318, 1945 Flood Control Act, as amended, (IC 1971-13-2-22), any
construction in a floodway must also be approved by the Natural Resources Commission before
construction is commenced. The letter indicated that the project to pump water from the borrow
pit into the Grand Calumet River would require such approval.

October 5,1973

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 11:30am by Messrs. R. Colton and
David Finton. They observed water still leaching into the gravel pit.

January 4, 1974

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted.at 2:00pm by Mr. Claude Goodley.
Mr. Goodley noted that the pit was not completely drained of the water that had been leaching
into it. : B

January 23,1974

A letter was issued to Mr. Tite from Mr. Brian Opel, Acting Chief, Solid Waste
Management Section, regarding an update on the status of the GDC site.

February 1974

The GDC site had not been dewatered and no appreciable amount of construction of the
solid waste landfill had occurred.

March 8, 1974
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Mr. Tite informed ISBH that he was no longer involved in the development of the GDC
Landfill, prompting a written request on March 8, 1974 to GDC for assurances that the GDC
Landfill would be constructed in accordance with SW-133.

April 23, 1974

A letter to Mr. Opel from Mr. Charles Dickens, Zoning Administrator, Department of
Development and Planning, City of Gary, noted that the Department of Development and
Planning was evaluating whether GDC had met the conditions placed upon them. [Most likely,
these are the conditions enumerated within Ordinance No. 4489 from October 19, 1970. ]

August 28,1974

Correspondence from Mr. Nicholas Cost, Acting Director, Gary Sanitary District, to the
SPCB noted that the leachate collected from the GDC Landfill would be transported via GDC's
four thousand (4,000) gallon tanker to their wastewater treatment plant. GDC shall pay the Gary
Sanitary District $12.00 per load. [Did SW-133 only authorize the transport of leachate to the
East Chicago Sanitary District, not to the Gary Samtaty District?}

Awugust 29, 1974

Messrs. Goodley and Finton conducted t.he ﬁnal pre—permit spection of the GDC
Landfill.

September 11, 1974

A letter was issued to Mr. Larry Hagen from Mr. Hert granting final approval to GDC,
thus allowing operations to begin. The GDC Landfill was inspected by Messrs. Goodley and
Finton on August 29, 1974 and it was determined that the construction requirements of SW-133
were met and, therefore, the site should be issued its operating permit. Subsequent inspections -
revealed the two (2) separate collection systems, one for dewatering and one for leachate
collection, were never constructed. Furthermore, the leachate was being pumped into the Grand
Calumet River rather than being transported to the Gary Sanitary District wastewater treatment
plant. Lastly, the inspections noted that the sides of the sand pit were not adequately lined with
clay and the daily cover, when applied, is sand and not clay as required. -

September 13, 1974
The GDC Landfill began its landfill disposal operation.

November 14, 1974
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The SPCB received GDC’s Application for Sanitary Landfill Operating Permit as
completed by Mr. Hagen. Nine (9) pieces of information were requested. Mr. Hagen answered
all the questions, noting, among other things: :
-' - sthe GDC Landfill is sixty-one and nine-tenths (61 .9) aéres located in the Southwest ¥,
Section 35, Township 37 [North], Range 9 West. It is also located six hundred and fifty
(650) feet east of Cline Avenue and north of the [Grand Calumet] River.
~operations at the GDC Landfill began on September 13, 1974. |

| ~the application noted that the GDC Landfill was curréntly accepting ei ght hundred (800)
. [cubic] yards of garbage and five hundred (500) yards of concrete and brick per day.

*the application listed Independent Waste Company (with the temporary permission of
Mr. Finton) as disposing of twelve thousand (12,000) gallons of Dripolene sludge per
week [see the February 24, 1975 entry on Dripolene sludge.]

December 17, 1974

Messrs. Goodley and George Dayhuff inspected the GDC Landfill at 1 1:00am and did not
find any problems at that time.

January 30, 1975
_ The GDC Landfill was inspected by Mr. Goodley at 2:00pm. Liquid wastes were
observed being disposed. [The report from which this information is derived notes that GDC
accepted hazardous wastes, liquid wastes, and sludge wastes from January 30, 1975 until, at
least, January 18, 1977, the date of Mr. Bruce Palin's report.} Mr. Hagen, the site manager at the
time, was reminded that he was not allowed to accept these wastes without approval of the
SPCB. - :
February 11,1975
The GDC Landfill was inspected.
February 13, 1975

A letter from State Representative Donnabelle Mahoney to Mr. Hert inquired as to the
nature of the GDC Landfill.

February 20, 1975

The GDC Landfiil was issued Solid Waste Operating Permit No. 45-2. [Verify this date].
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February 24, 1975

A response by Mr. Samuel Moore, Acting Technical Secretary, ISBH, to State
Representative Mahoney noted, among other things, that operations at the GDC Landfill began in
September, 1974 and that the SPC-18 operating permit would be issued within the next few days.

Fkk

A letter was issued to Mr. Tom Crumpton, Independent Waste Systems, Inc., P.O. Box
8206, Merrillville, Indiana, 46410, from Mr. Dove regarding the approval for disposal of Union
Carbide’s Dripolene at the GDC Landfill. The letter approved four (4) to five (5) truckloads per
. week for-a period of six (6) months. Such disposal at the GDC Landfill was conditioned on the
Dripolene being mixed with the regular municipal solid waste and being covered daily.

April 1, 1975

The GDC Landfill was inspected by Mr. Goodley at 3:30pm. Mr. Goodley noted that
GDC was disposing of solid waste into water and, additionally, a noticeable amount of paper was
blowing around the GDC Landfill.

June 4, 1975

The GDC Landfill was inspected by Mr. Goodley at 1:30pm. Mr. Goodley noted that
paper was blowing around at the GDC Landfill.

June 18, 1975

A letter was issued to Mr. Art Davis, Conservatmn Chemical Company, Box 6066, Gary,
Indiana, 46406, from Mr. Dove re garding the approval for disposal of neutralized sludges from
Conservation Chemical Company at the GDC Landfill. The approval letter was an interim
approval letter until a more environmentally acceptable dlsposal method was identified. Other
conditions included:

1. the sludge should be mixed with sand for dewatering and'disposed'in a trench
located at least one hundred (100) feet from the general refuse. No other materials
or refuse may be mixed with the sludge;

2. a minimum of one (1) foot of clay cover soil be applied immediately. Further, a
final cover of two (2) feet of clay be applied upon completion of the area;

3. the disposal area for the sludge be noted on a plot plan to prevent disposal of other
materials in this area;
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4. . prior arrangement shall be made with Mr. Hagen to assure thﬁt the sludge is not
deposited during inclement weather; and

| 3. should the disposal of the sludge create an environmental problem, corrective
measures will be initiated.

October 9, 1975

The GDC Landfill was inspected by Mr. Opel at 11:15am. Mr. Opel noted that the daily
cover being applied to the GDC Landfill was inadequate, noting on the inspection report that
good compaction of refuse exists, but daily cover is insufficient. Specifically, an area of nearly 2
acres of insufficiently compacted refuse existed. The report also noted that the East Chicago
Incinerator was “hauling in” as the incinerator was out of service. Mr. Opel also observed that a
pit, containing oily, tar-type wastes, was in use near the refuse on the working face, and a pit on
the western portion of the “built up” area contained drums, solid wastes, and liquid wastes from
Arco in East Chicago. - : : -

October 10, 1975

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Opel noting that the GDC Landfill was one of
‘the few landfills in Indiana with special approval to accept hazardous waste for disposal. More
importantly, the letter stated that the ISBH would soon require the monitoring of the groundwater
surrounding the GDC Landfill. '

October 27, 1975

Mr. Mike Finton inspected the liquid waste disposal area at the GDC Landfill. Mr.
Finton explained to Mr. Hagen that GDC would need to secure the appropriate permits for the
acceptance of any liquid waste for disposal at the GDC Landfill. Furthermore, the indefinite
ponding of liquid wastes was not in keeping with the ISBH requirements for liquid waste
disposal. Mr. Finton stated that the liquid wastes should be mixed with incoming refuse. Mr,
Finton also noted that Mr. Hagen should prepare to install a groundwater monitoring system as
this was in accordance with the original proposal for the GDC Landfill.

Mr. Finton noted that the site was in poor condition as wastes were being placed on two
(2) working faces. Furthermore, daily cover was not being maintained and blowing paper was
not being controlled. ~

November 17, 1975
Representatives of the ISBH met with Mr. Hagen of GDC. Mr. Hagen was ordered to

stop accepting unauthorized hazardous waste streams. Also, Mr. Hagen was told to install
groundwater monitoring wells and to improve the daily cover provided to the wastes disposed.
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- December 2, 1975

The GDC Landfill was inspected by Mr. Dayhuff at 12:00pm. Mr. Dayhuff observed the
GDC Landfill for approximately twenty (20) minutes and did not observe any liquid or sludge
wastes entenng the GDC Landfill.

January 12, 1976

After subsequent inspections revealed no improvement in the operation of the GDC
Landfill, GDC was ordered to cease all dumpmg of liquid sludge and hazardous waste
immediately. :

Janaury 22, 1976

An mspectlon of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs Dayhuff and Finton at
1:30pm. They noted that General Drainage had transported an industrial waste from American
Maize to the GDC Landfill. Also, they observed that Industrial Disposal had transported a lime
shirry waste to the GDC Landfill. Both wastestreams were unacceptable for disposal at the GDC
Landfill as they had not been pre-approved.

 January 26, 1976
_ An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted. An unapproved lime slurry wasté was
observed as being on-site during the inspection. [F md this inspection report. Is this the January
22, 1976 report?] : :
: February 11,1976
An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 3:30pm. by Mr Dayhuff Mr
Dahuff observed surface water dratning over and through the solid wastes Also, paper was
noted as blowing around the GDC Landfill. , '
February 20, 1976
A Violation Letter was issued to GDC delineating problems associated with leachate,
daily cover, blowing paper, and the continuing need for the installation of a groundwater
- monitoring system. Specifically, GDC was accepting liquid, sludge, and hazardous waste in -
violation of SPC-18, Chapter V.
February 26 1976

Mr. Dayhuff mspected the GDC Landfill at 4:00pm and found it to be “in relatively poor
shape.” Mr. Dayhuff noted three (3) problems. First, Mr. Hagen was using the northeast portion

10
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of the site for disposal of bulky, metal, and industrial wastes. Furthermore, it was observéd that
this area had not been equipped with an underfill drain and was leaching badly.

The second problem surrounded the leachate disposal. Mr. Dayhuff noted that the
leachate generated from both the northeast portion and main portion of the GDC Landfill was
being pumped directly into the Grand Calumet River. Mr. Dayhuff observed that GDC’s
leachate monitoring program was to begin on May 1, 1976 and that an alternative method for
treatment and disposal of the leachate would have to be considered. ‘

The last problem identified by Mr. Dayhuff was “a body of evidence” that was
developing indicating hazardous industrial liquid and shudge wastes being disposed at the GDC
Landfill without approval. Mr. Dayhuff noted that paint sludge from American Chemical
Services in Griffith, Indiana had been accepted for disposal at the GDC Landfill. -

March 9, 10, and 12, 1976
In an effort to determine which entities were using the GDC Landfill and their associated

waste streams, Mr. Dayhuff observed trucks entering the GDC Landfill. Mr. Dayhuff reported
the following: oo - ' '

1. City of Hammond garbage trucks
2. City of Hammond street department trucks
3. Industrial Disposal trash, debris, garbage

- 4. Industrial Disposal - sludge

5. General Drainage liquid - '

- 6. Calumet Wastes, Inc. trash, garbage, industrial wastes
7. Calumet Wastes, Inc. sludge ™ - 8
8.

Independent Wastes- garbage

Mr. Dayhuff noted that Gener.al-Drainage was, by far, the most frequent disposer of
liquids and sludges at the GDC Landfill, Mr. Dayhuff estimated that General Drainage was
disposing of between 15,000 and 20,000 gallons of liquids per day. '
April 5, 1976

* An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 2:30pm by Mr. Dayhuff. Mr.
Dayhuff noted that “bulky wastes” were being disposed at an area adjacent to the railroad tracks
and, furthermore, daily cover was being applied but was not adequate. -

April 12, 1976

A letter was issued to Mr. William Bogner; General Drainage, 1520 Blaine Street, Gary,
Indiana, 46406, from Mt. Dove regarding the approval for disposal of paint sludges from

11
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American Chemical Service, Griffith, Ind:ana at the GDC Landfill. The approval noted that the
GDC Landfill could only accept twenty five (25) cubic yards per day. '

May 11, 1976

| An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 10:45am by Mr. Dayhuff. He
observed that the dewatering process at the GDC Landfill had included the leachate that was
generated and, subsequently, the mixture was being pumped into the Grand Calumet River.

May 12,1976 -

. M Dayhuff obtained eleven (an water samples from the GDC Landfill. Mr. Dayhuff
observed a discharge from the GDC Landfill into the Grand Calumet River, [Place results here
as contained within a table.]

May 26, 1976

. An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Dayhuff at 2:00pm. . He noted
that a disposal area on the east portion of the GDC Landfill was not covered with sufficient daily
cover.

July 14, 1976

Messrs. Dayhuff and Bruce Palin inspected the GDC Landfill at 11:45am. He observed
that GDC was using sand for daily cover. Additionally, he observed two (2) trucks from
Industrial Disposal enter the site and dispose of approximately two thousand (2,000) gallons of
an oily liquid. Mr. Dayhuff subsequently contacted Mr. Dan McCartle of Industrial Disposal to
determine the origin of the oily liquid. Mr. McCartle stated that the liquid came from
Youngstown Sheet & Tube Company, but was unable to identify the specific liquid dlsposed at
the GDC Landfill. Mr. Dayhuff proceeded to contact Mr. Carl Broman of Youngstown Sheet &
Tube Company. Mr. Broman stated that the liquid waste was a mixture of iron scale, lubricating -
oil, and rolling solution. Mr. Broman also stated that they were not “reporting” this waste, but
would do so if asked.

In this memo to Mr. Jim Hunt, dated August 5, 1976, Mr. Dayhuff noted that the GDC
Landfill would be cited for accepting the oily liquid without approval. Furthermore, Mr. Dayhuff
explained that he would be meeting with Mr. Broman on July 29, 1976 to diszuss “filing
procedures” for Youngstown Sheet & Tube Company.

August 9, 1976

A letter was issued to Mr. Gary Schepper of the Conservation Chemical Company ®.0.
Box 6066, Gary, Indiana, 46406) from Mr. Roland P. Dove, Dxrector Diviston of Sanitary -

12
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Engineering, ISBH, regarding a request to dispose of liquid and studge wastes at the GDC
Landfill. The letter stated that the request was denied because (1) the liquid wastes were acids -
with a pH ranging from 0.5 to 1.8, and (2) the sludges were hydroxide plating wastes requiring a
separate area for disposal. The letter noted it was understood by the ISBH that the .
aforementioned wastes were currently being disposed at the CID Landfill in Illinois.

August 10, 1976

Messrs. Palin and Dayhuff inspected the GDC Landfill at 2:15pm and spent
approximately two (2) hours observing trucks entering the GDC site. They identified the
following shipments by Industrial Disposal: six (6) loads, approximately forty (40) cubic yards
each, of Georgia Pacific sludge (noted as having the consistency of moist blue clay); two (2)
loads of liquid oil sludge; and one (1) load of lime sludge from Union Carbide. Mr. Dayhuff
estimated that approximately one hundred thousand (1 00,000) cubic yards of Georgia Pacific
sludge had been disposed at the GDC Landfill within the past seven (7) days. It was observed -
that the Georgia Pacific sludge was being used for constructing wind walls and for intermediate
cover. o

The inspection also revealed a large hole approximately fifty (50) feet by eighty (80) feet
within the general refuse disposal area. The identified hole retained a black oil waste which Mr.
Hagen claimed was transported by General Drainage from the sewers at the Shell Oil Refinery.
The hole was also filled with ten (10) fifty-five {55) gallon drums. s

Mr. Hagen was reminded that he is not to accept any liquid, shudge, or other hazardous
wastes without prior written approval. :

Messrs. Palin and Dayhuff traveled to the origin of the Georgia Pacific sludge drying beds
at the intersection of Clark Road and Industrial Highway. Industrial Disposal’s equipment was
observed digging out the Georgia Pacific sludge lagoons.

August 13,1976

'Mr. David Lamm received a telephone call from Mr. Dick Cleaton regarding the GDC
Landfill. First, Mr. Cleaton advised that a waste hauler by the name of Mr. Frank had a vast
amount of information concerning the illegal disposal operations by the GDC Landfill, Mr.
Cleaton was scheduled to discuss the information in greater detail with Mr. Frank. Second, Mr.
Cleaton noted that Mr. Emie DeHart now has all of Mr. Steve Martell’s solvent business and Mr.
DeHart is now using the 15th & Cline Street Dump. Additionally, Mr. DeHart periodically
transports solvents to the GDC Landfill. Lastly, Mr. Cleaton noted that the Georgia Pacific paper
studge was still being transported to and disposed at the GDC Landfill,

August 26, 1976
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Mr. Palin obtained six (6) water samples from the GDC Landfill revealing significant

amounts of heavy metals and oils being pumped into the Grand Calumet River. Specxﬁcally, the
results were:

Sample pH Hex. Total Lead PPM | Cadmium | Arsenic
Identification Chrome | Chrome PPM PPM
PPM | PPM

Well-West 78 [008 008  [0.09 1.12 0,013

Bank of Pit '

| WellNorth 64 | 003 008 |o008 |112 |00

Bank of Pit | | b |
Well-East 715 |00z -~ {002 Joo1 {112 00
Bank of Pit | - e 1
Well-South 65 |003 [003 |00 0.1 oo

Bank of Pit |
| Perimeter 765 Joo2  [007 |01z 0.1 0.36

out pest ' ] . :

Well at bldg. 71 |oo6 |oos |10 0.1 0.0

September 20, 1976 |

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Lamm, Acting Chief, Solid Waste o 1
Management Section, Division of Sanitary Engineering, ISBH, notifying him that the perrmt for '
the GDC Landfill will expire on February 1, 1977.

October 5, 1976

~ Mr. Palin inspected the GDC Landfill at 1:00pm and noted a steaming pile of aluminum
dust in a separate area of the site. Upon questioning, Mr. Hagen revealed that the aluminum dust
originated from U.S. Reduction and that an approval letter had not been secured. Mr. Palin also
observed an oily substance accumulated within the general disposal area. Mr. Hagen was
questioned as to why the oily substance was not situated within a separate disposal area. He.
responded that the oily substance was oil from catch basins that were cleaned by General
Drainage and that staff members [staff of the GDC Landyfill or staff from General Drainage?]
instructed him to mix the oily substance with the general refuse. '

Mr. Palin, lastly, informed Mr. Hagen of the results from the water sampling performed

on August 26, 1976. The results obtained from the outfall adjacent to the Grand Calumet River
indicated that the stte was polluting the River.
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~ October 6,1976

Mr. Lamm received a telephone call from Ms. Carol Pearce, Office of the Attorney
General, State of Illinois ((312) 793-2491), regarding her observation of water discharging from
the GDC Landfill into the Grand Calumet River. She noted that she had received complaints
from individuals on the Illinois portion of the River. Further, she questioned whether GDC had a
NPDES permit to discharge into the Grand Calumet River.

October 8,1976

Mir. Lamm spoke with Mr. Dove regarding the questions posed by M. Pearce on October
6, 1976. The question of the legality of GDC discharging into the Grand Calumet River was of
prime concern.

October 20, 1976

A letter was issued to Ms, Pearce (188 West Randolph Street, Suite 2315, Chicago,
Hlinois, 60609) from Mr. Hert enclosing analyses of the water samples taken from the GDC site
- on May 13 and August 27, 1976. Mr. Hert noted that, at that time, the GDC site did not pOssess
a NPDES permit, : . '

October 27,1976

Messrs: Palin and Dayhuff inspected the GDC Landfill and informed Mr. Hagen that the
discharging of water from the site into the Grand Calumet River was a‘violation of Indiana law.
Mr. Hagen was reminded that the construction plans for the GDC Landfill called for the leachate
to be collected and transported to the East Chicago Sanitary District. Furthermore, Messrs. Palin
and Dayhuff noted other deficiencies of the construction plans, including (1) the sides of the
GDC Landfill were to be sealed with clay; (2) a perimeter dewatering system was to be installed
outside the clay barrier; and (3) an on-site leachate collection system was to be installed.

Messrs. Palin and Dayhuff also observed a pit that Mr. Hagen had excavated. Mr. Hagen
was placing approved and unapproved sludges into this pit. The sludges that were approved for
disposal were required to be mixed with the general refuse and disposed within a separate area,
not into the newly excavated pit. '

October 29, 1976

Mr. Lamm received a telephone call from Ms. Pearce regarding current enforcement
actions by ISBH against the GDC Landfill. : '

November 5, 1976
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A Violation Letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr Lamm for violation of Chapter 4,
Sectlon 1(a) of the Environmental Management Act. This section stated

“No person shall discharge, emit, cause or, allow any contammant or waste, either alone
' or in combination with contaminants from other sources, into the environment in any
form which would cause pollution.”

This violation was determined based upon the results of the analys1s of water samples
obtained on August 26, 1976. The letter requested that Mr. Hagen notify ISBH within fifteen
(15) days to discuss the corrective action to be initiated.

November.ﬂ, 1976

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Lamm stating that the industrial wastes

- approved for disposal at the GDC Landfill were to be mixed with the general refuse and not
placed within a separate disposal area [see October 27, 1976 entry). The letter required Mr.
Hagen to cover the separate arca trench with two (2) feet of compacted clay within thn'ty (B0
days. .

December 1, 1976

Mr. Dayhuff issued 2 memorandum to the GDC Landfill file. The memorandum
requested that the disposal of liquid oil waste at the GDC Landfill be ceased. He noted that he
and Mr. Palin had been aware since July 14, 1976, of the disposal of liquid oil waste by Industrial
Disposal at the GDC Landfill. Mr. Dayhuff noted that Industrial Disposal trucks have been '
observed at the site during the majority of the inspections,- Oil from the GDC Landfill was
moving into the dewatering system and is subsequently bemg pumped into the Grand Calumet
River. o -

December 2, 1976

Representatives from the Indiana State Board of Health met with Mr. Hagen to discuss
the dlscharge of GDC Landfill leachate into the Grand Calumet River. Mr. ‘Hagen stated that he
was issuing a complamt to the Governor and would not be taking any action until he discussed
the matter with his lawyer. :

December 14, 1976
A letter from Mr. Oral Hert was issued to Mr. Hagen of GDC citing its continued lack of
compliance and, further, stating that his operating permit would not be renewed if the

discharging was not terminated. Mr. Hagen d1d not respond to the letter w1thm the timeframes
specified.
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December 28, 1976

Messrs. Palin, Dove, Lamm, Dayhuff, Johnie Baker, and Larry Brnicky toured several
land disposal sites in Lake County, including Industrial Cinders, Bongi Dump, Industrial
Disposal, Midco, Red ‘Top Trucking, Martell Dump, Gary Dump, Lake Sandy Jo, Mose Richards,
Black Oak Landfill, East Chicago Dump, Amoco Dump, and the GDC Landfiil. '

Later in the evening, they interviewed Mr. Bill Petrick, a representative of Liquid Waste
Haulers. He stated that the GDC Landfill was “the biggest offender as far as accepting industrial
wastes.” ' '

January 18, 1977
A Notice of Hearing and Violation, Cause No. B-406 was filed by the SPCB.
January 20, 1977

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Palin at 1:40pm and 3:00pm.
M. Palin was unable to conduct an inspection, apparently, because Mr. Hagen was not present at
the site. Upon leaving the GDC Landfill, Mr. Palin observed a “liquid wastes™ tanker truck from
Tlinois. : : -

February 16, 1977

A memorandum was issued from Mr. Lamm to Mr. Robert G. Grant, Legal Section,
ISBH, regarding the fact that the GDC Landfill had never received a Department of Natural
Resources (“DNR”) permit to construct within a floodplain.

March 2, 1977

A pre-hearing conference was held between representatives from ISBH and Mr. Hagen to
prepare an Agreed Order for the resolution of, among other items, leachate discharges and
improper acceptance of industrial waste. :

March 4, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Dove regarding the disposal of oil sludges
from Youngstown Sheet & Tube. The letter noted that, until a solution for the disposal of the oil
sludges could be found, GDC would be allowed to accept such oil sludges from only
Youngstown Sheet & Tube for an interim period. This approval was granted upon the condition
that the oil sludges be mixed with the general refuse and the entire working area compacted and
covered in accordance with SPC-18. [See September 6, 1977 entry.)
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March 9, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Dove regarding the disposal of terminal
treatment plant sludge from U.S. Steel. The letter granted interim approval for disposal of the
‘terminal treatment plant sludge at the GDC Landfill until ISBH could complete an analysis of the
chemical content of the waste. The letter noted that the waste should be mixed with the general
refuse and covered daily.

March 11, 1977

A letter was issued to Messrs. Baker and Hunt from Mr. William C. Child, Northern
Region Manager, Land Field Operations Section, Division of Land/Noise Pollution Control,

Ilinois Environmental Protection Agency, regarding the alleged disposal of various wastes at the
GDC Landfill that had originated in Hlinois. ,

. The list attached to the letter noted various facilities that had generated and transported
wastes to the GDC Landfill. The generators included:

Dreeblan Paint Company (paint washings)
Baron-Blakeslee Company:(still bottoms)
Howell Company (nickel cleaner)

Hills McCanna Company (soluble oils)
Benjamin Moore & Company (wash thinners)
National Precision Circuits (CulNH, Persulfate)
Ansul Corporation (phenolic waste)

National Can Company (oil and water wastes)
Western Electric-Hawthorne Works (wire mill wastes)
10.  Staley Chemical Company (industrial sludge)

il.  H.UP. Smith Paper Company {drum sludge)

12.  Spot Nails (caustic sludge)

13.  Union Special Corporation (soluble oils)

14.  Allis-Chalmers {chrome studge)

i5.  Delco Electronics (methanol and water)

16.  Danly Machine Corporation (oil and waste water)

RN R BN =

[Ansul Corporation is located in Marinette, Wisconsin and the disposal site was
listed as “unknown.” National Can Company is located in LaPorte, Indiana as the disposal site
was listed as “various locations.” The H.P. Smith Paper Company disposal site was listed as .
Midwest Solvent Recycling Corporation (MIDCO). Allis-Chalmers is located in LaPorte,
Indiana. Delco Elecironics is located in Kokomo, Indiana and the disposal site was lzsted as

“incinerator in Northern Indiana. )}

The transporters of waste to the GDC Landfill included:
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Liquid Waste (Franklin Park, Iilinois)
Conservation Chemical
Scrap Haulers Corporation (Riverdale, Illinois)

- D&J Refuse (South Holland, Illinois) :
Liquid Engineer Company
General Drainage, Inc. (Gary, Indiana)
Indiana Sanitation

NO LW

March 14, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Dove regarding the GDC Landfill’s temporary:
approval to accept and dispose of lime waste from C. F. Petroleum. The temporary approval was
granted on the condition that the lime waste be mixed with the general refuse. The letter noted
that C. F. Petroleum generated the lime waste at a rate of approximately eighty thousand (80,000)
gallons per month. [Determine the nature of the lime waste and its specific point of generation.]

E3 2

A letter was issued to Mr. R. D. Steels, U.S.S. Lead Refinery, Inc., 5300 Kennedy
Avenue, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312, from Mr. Dove regarding a phone conversation with Mr.
Palin on March 8, 1977. The letter granted U.S.S. Lead Refinery, Inc. approval to dispose of its
calcium sulfate waste at the GDC Landfill. The letter noted that the calcium sulfate waste was
gencrated at a rate of approximately one and one-half (1.5) tons per day. The approval letter was
conditioned on the moisture content of the calcium sulfate waste being enough to prevent dust
problems and that the calcium sulfate waste be mixed with the general refuse. [Reference EPA
Compliance Order No: RCRA-V-W-86-R-45.]. o '

March 21, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Hert from Ms. Pearce regarding an update on pending
enforcement actions against the GDC Landfill. '

Mareh 29, 1977

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 9:10am by Mr. Palin. He noted that
~ GDC was hauling sand from the bottom of the GDC Landfill. _

March 31,1977
Mr. Lamm spoke with Mr. Grant regarding the pending Agreed Order with GDC. Mr.

Grant noted that jt had been mailed to GDC for signature. Further, if it was not signed and
returned by May 1, 1977, then Mr. Grant would initiate hearing proceedings.
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April 12, 1977

- Mr. Palin spoke with Mr. Tite regarding the GDC Landfill. Mr. Tite stated that Mr.
Hagen had requested that Mr. Tite evaluate options for correcting the illegal discharge and -
leaching of pollutants onto the site from the adjacent property [Vulcan Materials]. Mr. Tlte
noted that he had several ideas, but each would be expensive to 1mplement

April 13, 1977

Mr. Palin telephoned Mr. Joe Kreiger in the Facilities Inspection Section to discuss the
progress he had made with moving Vulcan Materials pit into compliance and ceasing the
leaching from their pit into the GDC Landfill. Mr. Kreiger stated that Mr. Cleaton had been
working with Vulcan Matenals and had requested that they submit plans for proper constructlon
of the pit. - S

April 25,1977

A letter was issued to Mr. W. P. Thomas, Vice President of Operations, Energy

~ Cooperative, Inc., 3500 Indianapolis Boulevard, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312 (“Energy Co-op™),
from Mr. Dove regardmg the approval to dispose of Energy Co-op’s activated biological sludge '
at the GDC Landfill. The approval letter noted that disposal of the activated biological sludge
was normally conducted through incineration [most likely at the East Chicago Incinerator], and
that disposal at the GDC Landfill should be conducted only during times when the incinerator is -
inoperable. Furthermore, the approval letter noted that the activated biological studge waste
should be dewatered and in solid form before it is hauled to the GDC Landfilt for disposal.
Lastly, the activated biological sludge waste should be mixed with the general refase and covered
at the end of the working day.

April 27, 1977

Mr. Lamm telephoned Mr. William Baker, Sr., regarding the status of the Agreed Order
issued to GDC. Mr. Baker noted that Mr. Hagen had objections to the Agreed Order and was
instructed by Mr. Lamm to state those objections in writing to the ISBH.

May 17,1977

A letter was issued to Mr. P. Zaccari, Industrial Rubbish Removal, 25W175 West Lake
Street, Roselle, Illinois, 60172, from Mr. Dove regarding the approval to dispose of asbestos
paper from the Borg-Warner plant in Bellwood, linois at the GDC Landfill. The approval letter
noted that only one hundred and five (105) cubic yards per week of the asbestos paper waste
would be allowed to be disposed at the GDC Landﬁll The letter noted: that the asbestos was
bound in the paper with latex. .
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May 26,1977

Mr Palm conducted an inspection of the GDC Landfill at 12:55pm. Mr. Palin noted two
(2) violations, including GDC’s failure to propcrly compact the solid waste, and GDC’s failure to
provide adequate daily cover. GDC was using sand as daily cover.

June 1, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Walter Sk}bs Energy Co—op, from Mr. Dove regarding a May
23, 1977 phone conversation with Mr. Palin. The letter granted approval for Energy Co-op to
dispose of its lime sludge waste, generated as a result of a hot lime water softening process, at the
GDC Landfill. The approval letter noted that Energy Co-op generated approximately eighty
thousand (80,000) gallons of lime sludge waste per month. The approval letter specified that no
more than four thousand (4,000) gallons per day of the lime sludge waste could be disposed at
the GDC Landfill. Lastly, the approval letter reqmred GDC to mix the lime sludge waste wﬂh
the general refuse _

June 3, 1977

A letter was issued to Mr. Skibs, Energy Co-op, from Mr. Dove regarding a telephone
conversation with Mr. Palin on May 23, 1977. The letter granted approval for Energy Co-op to
dispose of its API separator bottoms waste at the GDC Landfill. The letter noted that Energy Co-
op generates approximately two hundred (200} cubic yards per year of the API separator bottoms
waste. The approval letter noted that the API separator bottoms waste should be mixed w1th the
general refuse pnor to- disposal. :

July 22,1977

A letter was issued to Mr. W. A. McFarland, Manager, Quality Control, Vulcan Materials
- Company, 459 North Cline Avenue, Gary, Indiana, 46406 (“Vulcan™), from Mr. Dove regarding
the receipt of a letter from Vulcan dated June 30, 1977. The letter to Mr. McFarland noted that
Vulcan had been previously granted temporary approval for the disposal of filter cake waste and
kiln scrubber waste at the GDC Landfill. [Defermine the nature of both waste streams, and find a
copy of the June 30, 1977 letter.] The letter noted the receipt and subsequent review of the two
(2) above-noted wastes, and stated that both the filter cake waste and kiln scrubber waste could
continue to be disposed at the GDC Landfill. Lastly, the letter noted approximately fifteen
hundred (1,500) pounds of the filter cake and three thousand (3,000) pounds of the kiln scrubber
waste were generated per week for disposal at the GDC Landfill.

. Aungust 1, 1977
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Mr. Palin telephoned Mr. Grant to determine the status of the GDC hearing before the
SPCB. Mr. Grant advised that Vulcan Materials and GDC were to be scheduled for hearing
together. Mr. Grant believed the next SPCB meeting would occur after August 16, 1977.

" August$, 1977

Mr. Palin conducted an inspection of the GDC Landfill at 1:45pm. Mr. Palin observed
that the Vulcan pit west of the GDC Landfill was full of water and still leachmg into the GDC
Landfill pit. . : _

September 6, 1977

A Ietter was 1ssued to Mr .Carl Broman, Youngstown Sheet & Tube Company, 3001
-chkey Road; East Chicago, Indiana, 46312, from Mr. Hert regarding the approval to dispose of
oily waste from the 6-Stand Oil Recovery Unit at the GDC Landfill. This oily waste previously
temporarily approved for disposal at the GDC Landfill on March 4, 1977. The letter noted that
the ISBH determined that the GDC Landfill was capable of absorbing the oily waste from the 6-
- Stand Oil Recovery Unit. The letter further noted that approximately twelve hundred (1,200)
gallons per day of the oily waste was generated by Youngstown Sheet & Tube Company for
disposal at the GDC Landfill.

November 18,1977

: A letter was 1ssued to Mr. Wayne Slager Calumet Waste Systems P 0 Box 4147
Hammond, Indiana, 46324, from Mr. Hert regarding the one-time disposal of one hundred and
twenty (120) cubic yards of herbicide waste from E. 1. DuPont DeNemours Company, Inc. at the
GDC Landfill. Mr. Slager had previously requested permission to dispose of the herbicide waste
at the GDC Landfill through a letter dated October 31, 1977. [Obtain the October 31, 1977 letter

and detenmne the exact nature of the particular , herbzczde 1

October 20, 1977

Messrs Palin and King performed an inspection at the GDC Landfill at 2: 00pm Messts.
Palin and King observed two (2) violations, including open burning and failure to provide
adequate layering and compaction of the solid waste. The 1nspect10n report noted that a fire was -
burning, but did not specify the origin nor location.

December 6, 197 7
A memorandum entitled, “Geologic Description and Evaluation” from Mr. Jim King of

the Indiana State Board of Health was sent to the GDC public file. What follows is quoted
directly from the “Evaluation and Recommendation” section of this memorandum.
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This site is definitely geologically unacceptable for waste disposal and is a hazard to
groundwater and surface water resources in its vicinity. Groundwater is currently collected in
sumps and is pumped into the [Grand Calumet] river at a rate of about 1,000 gpm during the
wetlest part of the year. After the site is abandoned and pumping ceases, water levels will
recover 1o their pre-dewatering levels and will saturate the filled area. The existence of seepage
Jrom the river and local industries into the pit provides obvious evidence of the high permeability
of the sand unit into which the refiise is being placed. In June of 1973, the site manager was
directed to monitor the quality of water pumped from the it area into the river and, to date, has
not complied. Five monitoring wells have been installed around the site's perimeter, but sample
analyses have been submitted sporadically. Water analyses received thus far show little water
quality degradation, but some primary Ieachate indicators are absent from these reporis.

Among other problems documented at this site are the use of sand as cover material and the
acceptance of hazardous wastes. Under no circumstances should hazardous wastes be accepted
at this site at any time. In addition, a permit from the Department of Natural Resources for
Sloodplain alteration has never been acquired. :

, 1 strongly advise that this site institute closure procedures immediately because of the

health threat it poses. The problems resulting from the poor geologic environment are further
compounded by a lack of willingness of the part of the landfill personnel to adhere to good
operational procedures.

December 28, 1977

: An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 2:15pm by Messrs. Palin and Tim
Kelley. They observed that GDC was landfilling via the “clif?> method. Additionally, a trench
had been made in an old disposal area that was being utilized for the disposal of hquld wastes. A
total demerit score of nine (9) was calculated

March 15, 1978

‘ Mr. Palin conducted an inspection of the GDC Landfill at 2:15pm. Mr: Palin calculated a
demerit score of seventeen (17) for the GDC Landfill and noted this as unacceptable. Mr. Palin
observed that the northeast corner of the current fill area was uncovered and that several
underground fires were ongoing at various locatzons on-site. Additionally, three (3) pits had been

- excavated at completed areas of the GDC Landfill and filled with oily waste. Furthermore, Mr.
Palin noted that the area between the fill area and the east wall of the GDC Landfill had. standing
or ponded water. Lastly, Mr. Palin determined that staff of the GDC Landfill had been workmg

the refuse by utilizing the “cliff’ method.

March 17, 1978

23




REFERENCE 22
Page 24 ..

_A meeting to discuss the xmpendmg 11t1gat10n over the GDC Landfill was held by staff of
the ISBH. Messts. Grant, Lamm, Joseph Staltsmith, Joseph Snyder, and Joseph Kreiger, among
others, attended the meetmg

> Aprll7 1978

Mr Palm mspected the GDC Landﬁ]l 2t 10:15am. Mr Palm provided the GDC Landfill -
w1th a demerit score of nine (9), an unacceptable rating; because of a lack of daily coverina
particular area. Mr. Palin also observed the unpermitted discharge of pollutants into the Grand
Calumet River and obtained a sample from the discharge pipe. [It is unclear to which pipe Mr.
Palin was referring]. The analysis (Lab. Analyms No. 045 9) of the sample obtamed from the
discharge pipe revealed: .

'_'arse_mc | 0035 mg/L

1.,

2. chlorides 1600.0 mg/L

3. chromium  0.10 mg/L

4. iron - 7.0mg/L

5. lead - . <0.02mg/L

‘6.  manganese 1.2mg/L

7. nickel 0.48 mg/L
- 8. zinc 0.14 mg/L

April 18,1978

- Mr. Palin issued a memorandum to Mr. John Pruessner regarding the disposal of asbestos
from Borg Warner at the GDC Landfill. Mr. Palin was informed by Mr. Hagen that GDC
accepted roughly thirty (30) cubic yards every two (2) weeks from the gasket division of Borg-
-Warner. The asbestos, according to Mr. Hagen, originated from the cuttings of the asbestos
gaskets which are impregnated with a resin to hind the asbestos fibers together.

May 8, 1978

A letter was issued to Mr. Palin from Mr. Ronald Novak, Chief, Hammond Air Pollution
Control, regarding a complaint received on May 6, 1978, of a human waste odor alleged to have
been emanating from the GDC Landfill: Allegedly, the odor could be detected as far from the
GDC Landfill as Munster, Indiana. Mr. Novak stated that he personally investigated and
confirmed the source of the odor as the GDC Landfill. Mr. Novak requested that ISBH forma]ly
investigate the situation.

May 9, 1978

Mr. Palin inspected the GDC Landfill at 4:45pm in an effort to determine the cause of the
odor problem. Mr. Palin, upon arrival, could not detect an odor nor could he determine an origin
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to the odor. Mr. Hagen informed Mr. Palin that he believed the source of the odor had been the

Gary Sewage Treatment Plant. Mr. Hagen noticed the smell at approximately 5:30pm on May 6,
. 1978.. He drove-around and noticed the smell appeared to come from below Fifth Street on Cline

Avenue. Mr. Palin drove to the Gary Sewage Treatment Plant, but was unable to detect any

odors. '
Regarding the GDC Landfill inspection, Mr. Palin calculated a total demerit score of ten
(10), an unacceptable rating. Mr. Palin noted that the method of disposal for oily wastes is
‘causing a smell as the refuse is excavated. Lastly, Mr. Palin observed that GDC needed to clean
up the 01ly sludge at the base of the Landfill. -

May 24, 1978

A letter was 1ssued to Mr Novak from Mr. Lamm regarding Mr. Palin’s inability to trace
the origin of the odor which was alleged to have emanated from the GDC Landfill.

June 20, 1978

M. Palin conducted an inspection of the GDC Landfill at 2: 30pm Accordmg to the
inspection report, an unidentified individual broke into the GDC Landfill on June 18, 1978, and
disposed of a load of brown foamy liquid into the sump area of the Landfill. According to Mr.
Palin, this substance made his eyes burn and caused a blue smoke to emanate from the sump
area. [It is assumed that the brown foamy liquid was present during Mr. Palin’s inspection of the
GDC Landjfill.] The brown foamy liquid was pumped out of the sump area and directly into the
Landfill. This incident was reported to the Gary Police Department. Lastly, Mr. Palin observed
that adjacent U.S. Reduction was generating a significant amount of dust.

August-17, 1978

An inspection was conducted at 5:00pm by Mr. Palin at the GPC Landfill. During this
inspection, the operator of the GDC Landfill indicated that the discharge from the sump into the
Grand Calumet River occurred approximately three (3) hours each day. M. Palin noted that

GDC was laying a clay wall for the east side of the-GDC Landfill. .

-September 12, 1978
Mr. Guinn Doyle, ISBH, received a telephone call from Ms. Patrice Fletcher, a
representative from Channel 2 in Chicago, Illinois regarding the GDC Landfill. Ms. Fletcher was
informed that the SPCB had taken action against GDC for an unpermitted discharge. Ms.
Fletcher also inquired as to actions taken against Illmoxs transporters for illegal dlsposal at the
GDC Landfill. :

September 26, 1978

25




. REFERENCE 22
- Page 26 ..

A letter was issued to Dr. Earl N. Caldwell, Health Commissioner, Gary Health
Department, 1145 West 5th Avenue, Gary, Indiana, 46402 from Mr. Lamm regarding liquid -
waste seepage near Cline Avenue and the Grand Calumet River. Mr. Lamm noted that ISBH was
unable to perform tests on the submitted sample because of an insufficient amount of the sample

and a lack of preservative within the sample itself.

October 20' ‘1978

Mr Palm recelved a telephone call from Ms. Janet Keck of the Hammond Times. She
mqu1red about Calumet Container and their sludge which was to be allegedly placed within a
roll-off container then have crushed drums placed on top of such sludge. Ms. Keck questioned
whether the GDC Landfill needed a permit for such wastes, noting that the waste might be

flammable. Mr. Pahn responded that he did not think a perrmt was necessary

November 30, 1978

An inspection was conducted of the GDC Landﬁ}l by Messrs. Palin and Hunt at 4:12pm
at the GDC Landfill. Mr. Palm noted that GDC was managmg oil sludge via a pond.

January 3, 1979

- An 1nspect10n ef the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Ohver at 3:30pm. Mr. Oliver
noted that the aluminum dross waste was continuing to be disposed at the GDC Landfill without
any adverse impacts. Mr. Oliver noted that paper continued to be a problem. A total demerit
score of three (3) was calculated and the GDC Landfill was rated as acceptable.

February 13,1979

- Mr. Palin received a telephone call from Mr. Hagen regarding a January 26, 1979, letter
issued by Mr. Palin to Mr. Hagen regarding the disposal of wastewater from LaSalle Steel. Mr.
-Hagen advised that he had called Mr. Jack Hall at LaSalle Steel and Mr. Bill Bogner at General
Drainage to determine the final disposition of the wastewater because, Mr. Hagen contended, he
had not received such waste from LaSalle Steel. Mr. Hagen informed Mr. Palin that Mr.
Bogner’s secretary had made an error on the SPC-17 report form and the wastewater from
LaSalle Steel was actually disposed at the CID Landfill in Illinois.

March 1, 1979

A letter was issued to Mr. Steve Zlatos, Deputy Attorney General, from Mr. Joseph W. -
Karen, Hearing Officer, SPCB, regarding the Notices of Hearing, Cause No. B-406, issued to
GDC on February 3, 1977, and July 27, 1978. Mr. Karen requested that the four (4) attached
Summary of Evidence Sheets be completed and returned in lieu of the forthcommg hearing. The
factual issues included: '
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1. That GDC failed to construct or operate two (2) separate _coﬂcction'systems for
dewatering and leachate per the approval letter issued on June 21, 1973;

2, That GDC pumped leachate to the Grand Calumet River instead of ﬁucking the
leachate to the Gary Sanitary District as required by the approval letter of June 21,
1973; s - o '

| 3. That GDC accepted liquids, sludges, and ﬁmer_ha'zardous wastes; and
4 - That GDC operated a landfill without a valid SPC-18 operating permit.
_ Apnl 18,1979

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Palin at 10:15am. Mr. Palin

- calculated a total demerit score of ten (10) for the GDC Landfill, an unacceptable rating. Mr.
Palin observed that GDC was constructing a clay wall, approximately eight (8) to ten (10) feet in-
thickness, along the north side of the pit. The drainage from the bottom of the it was draining
into the discharge pit. Mr. Palin noted that the drainage pipe was not installed betwee the clay
wall and the sand wall. Furthermore, the clay wall did not exist around the entire perimeter of
the GDC Landfill. - - '

May 10, 1979

- A Notice of Violation and‘Proposed Agreed Order, Cause No. B-406, was issued to GDC
by ISBH. [Find this Notice of Violation and Agreed Order.] o

June 15, 1979
Messrs. Palin and Oliver, and Mr. Dan Miller, Indiana Attorney General’s Office, met at -
11:00am with Messrs. Hagen and David Cohen, Mr. Hagen’s attorney (3701 Main Street, East
Chicago, Indiana, 46312), at Mr. Cohen’s office to discuss the various violations observed at the
GDC Landfill. It was determined that an Agreed Order could be crafied to allow the site to
continue to operate, The Agreed Order would contain the following provisions:

1. the violation of accepting hazardous waste will be dropped and a substantial fine
shall be assessed for future violations;-

2. - aConstruction Plan Permit amendment will be submitted addressing the
correction of the leachate and groundwater problems;

3. the Agreed Order shall serve as an operating permit; and
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4. a$1,000 fine shall be assessed for the d:lscharge of contaminants into the Grand
Calumet River.. . :

August 24,1979 .

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 9:00am. He
calculated a total demerit score of sixteen (16), an unacceptable score. Mr. Oliver observed four
(4) acres of compacted, but uncovered. refuse on the northeastern portion of the GDC Landfill.
Also, he noted trenches being dug into the clay bottom of the GDC Landfilt were filling with
water. Lastly, Mr. Oliver noted that truck drivers were scavenging, a practice that was not -

. allowed.

October 30 1979

An mspecuon of the GDC Landﬁli was conducted by Mr. Oliver at | 1 :00am. Mr. Oliver
noted that the hazardous waste being dlsposed on-site needed to be placed with the other solid
waste and covered at the end of the day. Additionally, Mr. Oliver observed that approximately
one (1) acre of the GDC Landfill was exposed on the northeastern corner. Lastly, a trench that -
had been excavated in an old portion of solid waste was being utilized to dlSpose of oil. A total
demerit score of ten (I 0) was calculated, an unacceptable rating.

November 8 & 9,1979

Mr. Oliver had several conversations with representatives of both the U.S. Reduction
Company and Industrial Disposal, Inc. regarding the disposal of an aluminum oxide material at _
the GDC Landfill. Mr. Oliver had learned that the aluminum oxide material contained thirty (30)
to forty (40) percent chloride salts that produced an exothermic reaction when disposed with the
general refuse. Mr. Oliver noted that this aluminum oxide material was not the material
approved in the June 16, 1976 letter which was approved at three (3) to six (6) percent chloride
salts. Mr. Dan McCartle of Industrial Disposal, Inc. and representatives from U.S. Reduction
requested that ISBH allow the GDC Landfill to accept this waste until November 19; 1979, at
which time all parties would meet to discuss an appropriate course of action. Mr. Oliver
informed Mr. McCartle and M. Julius Gordon (U.S. Reduction) that the aluminum oxide waste
could not be disposed at the GDC Landfill unless it had received previous approval.

November 16, 1979
The Agreed Order discussed during the June 15, 1979, meeting between representatives
-of ISBH and GDC was drafted and issued to Mr. Hagen’s attorney, Mr. Cohen, by Mr. Karen.
The letter noted that it was his intent to placc the matter on the agenda of the SPCB for their
December 18, 1979 meeting. - :

November 27, 1979
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: A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen approving the continued disposal of three hundred (300)
tons per day of aluminum dross from U.S. Reduction at the GDC Landfill until June 15, 1980.
The approval letter was conditioned on the following requirements: :

-1 The aluminum dross waste was to be disposed in a specially prepared disposal
“ o Tarea, separate from the general refusé disposal aréa, and covered with a minimum
‘of twelve (12) inches of soil at the end of the working day;

2. The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landfill for disposal time
notification purposes and conditions of shipment; ' _

3. Atleast one (1) foot of compacted soil will separate refuse from all aluminum
' drosses; -~ o o '
4.  The working face of the aluminum dross disposal area shall be kepttoa minimum
and any aluminum dross waste not covered with soil shall be misted with water to
control fugitive dust; and ' h

5. Progress reports will be submitted by U.S. Reduction Company and GDC to the
Solid Waste Management Section before February 20, 1980, and again before
May 24, 1980, explaining progress made to improve waste management and
disposal practices. ' ' ‘

December 18, 1979

An Agreed Order was issued to Mr. Hagen by ISBH. [Check this information and Cause
No.; also, see June 15, 1979 entry.] _

January 23, 1980

7 A letter was issued to Mr. Doyle from Mr. Jonathan T. McPhee, U.S. EPA Region V,
regarding a conversation on January 17, 1980, discussing a draft Agreed Order, Cause No. B-
406, for the GDC Landfill. Mr. McPhee provided his comments of the draft Agreed Order.

March 3, 1980

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by M. Oliver at 5:30pm. Mr. Oliver
calculated a zero (0) total demerit score for the Landfiil, noting that it was operating in an
acceptable fashion. Mr. Oliver noted a brown colored water flowing into the depression adjacent

1o the Vualcan Materials property. Additionally, American Admixtures, noted Mr. Oliver, was
utilizing this brown colored water and there was no need to pump into the Grand Calumet River.
Lastly, Mr. Oliver observed that the clay wall is being constructed along the western boundary of

29




REFERENCE 22
Page 30 .

the site and the proposed leachate collection system was not bemg installed per the engmeermg
drawings. ,

 March 30, 1980

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Ohver at 5:30pm. Mr. Oliver
observed that a brown colored liquid was ﬂovnng into the depression adjacent to the Vulcan
Materials facﬂlty A total dement score of zero (0) was calculated, an acceptable score.

- May 13,1980

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Hert regardmg the approval for disposal of
fifteen thousand (15,000) cubic yards of fly ash from the Union Carbide, 4500 Kennedy Avenue,
East Chicago, Indiana, at the GDC Landfill. Mr. McArdie of Industrial Disposal had made this
particular request on March 25, 1980. The approval was conditioned on the foliowmg
qumrements

| L. The generator and/or haulér must contact the GDC Landfill to provide notification
of the time of disposal and conditions of the shipment; -

2. The fly ash shall not be placed in water; and
3. The fly ash shall not be used k'f(')r'dai.ly or final cover.
May 14, 1980

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Hert regarding the approval for disposal of
asbestos material from the Amoco Oil Company (“Amoco”), Whiting, at the GDC Landfill. The
letter approved forty (40) cubic yards per week for the first four (4) weeks, and twenty (20) cubic
" yards every other week thereafter. Mr. James Evenhouse of Calumet Waste Systems had made

this particular request on April 16, 1980. The approval was conditioned on the following
requirements: ‘ :

1. The asbestos waste must be placed in bags which are sealed at the plant site;
2. The operator must wear a mask during the disposal of this material; and

3. ~ The asbestos waste is to be mixed with refuse and covered with a2 minimum of six
{6) inches of soil cover by the end of the working day. :

May 20, 1980
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The SPCB approved Agreed Order, Cause No. B-406, negotiated between GDC and
ISBH. Among other requirements, the Agreed Order required GDC to submit an application for
a modification of its original construction permit within one hundred and eighty (180) days of
May 20, 1980. This Agreed Order specified that it would be a provisional operating permit for
- no greater than one (1) year from its effective date. Furthermore, the Agreed Order contained
many operating conditions. [Find this Agreed Order.] S -

~ June 19,1980

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 3:15pm. Mr. Oliver
noted that blowing litter was a problem and calculated a total demerit score of three (3), an
acceptable rating,

July 25, 1980

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 8:45am. Mr. Oliver
observed that one (1) or two (2) loads of aluthinum dross waste had been disposed at the GDC
Landfill and required daily cover. A total demerit score of zero (0) was calculated, an acceptable
rating. -

August 25, 1980

A'letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Hert regarding the one-time approval for
disposal of one hundred (100) cubic yards of asbestos material at the GDC Landfill. The
asbestos material was removed from the Ken Industries property on North Sheffield Avenue by
representatives from Amoco in Whiting, Indiana. Amoco had made this particular requeston
July 22, 1980. The approval was conditioned on the following requirements:

1 The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landfill to prbvide notification
of the time of disposal and conditions of the shipment;

2. Appropriate protective clothing should be used during handling and disposal to
ensure proper protection from exposure to the material, especially contact with
- .- eyes, skin, and inhalation; . - '

3. All asbestos must be sufficiently dampened to prevent airborne contamination
during compaction;

4, The asbestos waste is to be mixed with refuse and covered with a minimum of six
(6) inches of soil cover by the end of the working day; and '

5. All the fire material and debris and any drums that may be located near asbestos
material are to remain and are not to be considered as a part of the approval. [t
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appears that there may have been a fire at the Ken Industrtes property
Determine the operations of Ken Industries.]

' September 19, 1980

- Aninspection of the GDC Landﬁll was.conducted by Mr. Ohver at 11 30am Mr Oliver
noted that daily cover had not been applied for two (2) or three (3) days. Additionally; Mr.
Oliver noted that a “hot spot” was observed on the south bank near the Grand Calumet River. A
total demerit score of five (5) was calculated an unacceptable rating.

October 20 1980 -

Mr. Cohen issued a letter to Mr. Tite regarding his lack of progress on developing a plan
for the re-engineering and re-construction of the GDC Landfill pursuant to the Modified
Construction Plan required under the Agreed Order issued in [April 71 1980. Mr. Cohen noted
Mr. Tite’s procrastination and the expiration of Mr. Hagen’s allotted time in which to complete
and submit the Modified Construction Plan. Mr. Cohen requested a response by October 27
1980.

October 30, 1980
A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Hert regarding the one-time approval for
disposal of seven hundred (700) cubic yards.of asbestos-contaminated material at the GDC
Landfill. The asbestos. material was removed from the Cities Services Refinery in Gary, Indiana.

The Lloyd L. Hodges Company in Gary, Indiana had made this particular request on September
17,1980. The approval was.conditioned on the follovnng requirements:

1. The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landfill to prov1de notlﬁcatzon
of the time of disposal and conditions of the shipment;

2. All asbestos must be sufficiently dampéned to jsrcvent airborne contamination
.during compaction; and

3. Thé asbestos waste is to be mixed with refuse and covered with a minimum of six
(6) inches of soil cover by the end of the working day.

November 14, 1980

- GDC submitted its application for a modification of its original construction permit as
reqmred under the Agreed Order approved by the SPCB on May 20 1980.

k%
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- Aninspection of the GDC Landfiil was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 8:00am. Mr. Oliver '
noted that several areas did not have daily cover. Additionally, the aluminum dross waste, '
considered by Mr. Oliver to be a hazardous waste, was not being provided with a daily cover.
Lastly, water and leachate were observed seeping into the GDC Landfill along the western.
boundary. A total demerit score of fourteen (14) was calculated, an unacceptable rating.

. November 18, 1980

GDC submitted its Part A Hazardous Waste Permit Application ("Parc A")yto EPA
Region V. Mr. Hagen signed the Part A on November 14, 1980. Section I.C notes that GDC is
a facility which currently results in discharges to waters of the 1.S.. Also, Section II.E is marked
that GDC does or will treat, store, or dispose of hazardous wastes.” Section XII, describing the
nature of GDC's business, states that GDC engages in landfill disposal of general municipal,
commercial, and industrial refuse, and other permitted industrial wastes. '

Because GDC noted in Section ILE that it does or will treat, store, or dispose of
hazardous wastes, it completed a Part A Form 3. SectionILA of Form 3 lists the initial
construction or operation date of the GDC Landfill as July 1, 1973. Section IILB, requesting
information on the process design capacity, lists the process code as D80 (landfill disposal) and
the amount as one hundred (100) acre-feet. Section IV of Form 3 provided information regarding
the hazardous wastes managed or to be managed at the GDC Landfill. The following EPA

' Hazardous Waste Codes were listed: : =~ - : '

*F006 (Waste{z}at;ar ﬁeﬁhﬁent sludgés frdm electfdplaﬁng operations)-

| 'K08-77(¢oa1 tar decanter tank éludge) | |
+F003 (spent non-halogenated solvents: toluene, MEK, carbon disulfide, benzene, etc.)
-FOO3 (spent ndn—halbgenated solvents: xyléne, acetone, MIBK, methanol, etc.)

- GDC listed 8.6, 2.0, 0.3, and 0.3 acre-feet, respectively, for the amounts of the above-
listed hazardous wastes to be disposed at the GDC Landfill. [This is peculiar as this should have
been reported as pounds, tons, kilograms, or metric tons, not acre-feet. Section 1V does not
provide for an acre-feet measurement. Furthermore, Section IV notes that the GDC Landfill also
accepted or planned to accept 0.2 and 6.1 acre-feet of two (2) other hazardous waste streams not
associated with EPA Hazardous Waste Codes. The (.2 acre-feet of hazardous waste was listed
as co-disposal of calcium sulfate from IND 047 030 226, also known as U.S.S. Lead Refinery,
Inc., located in East Chicago. The 6.1 acre-feet of hazardous waste was listed as co-disposal of
- terminal wastewater treatment sludge from IND 005 444 062, also known as U.S. Steel, Gary
Works, located in Gary. This was accompanied by a notation that this would be a Sfuture
hazardous waste stream for disposal and that it was currently stored at the manufacturer’s
plants.} ' ‘ '
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. The facility's geographic location is described as 41°36' 55.3" North Latitude and 87° 25'
39.5" West Longitude in Section VII of Form 3. The facility drawing in Section V notes that the
* GDC Landfill occupies only a 208’ x 208’ section of the GDC site. A topographic map
accompanying Form 3 identifies three (3) outfalls along the south border of the GDC facility and
adjacent to the Grand Calumet River. The topographic map also identifies the 208' x 208'
Landfill as the "hazardous waste management (HWM) location."

December 6 1980

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from: Mr Hert regardmg the approval for dlsposal of

' twenty—ﬁve (25) cubic yards per year of metal shavings-from the Standard Steel Specialty
Company at the GDC Landfill. Dombrosky & Holmes, Inc.; 5051 South Western. Boulevard,
Chicago, [llinois, 60609, (312) 778-1400 (“D & H), had made this particular request ot October
28, 1980. The approval was conditioned on: mixing the refuse with the metal shavings and - '
covering it with a minimum of six (6) inches of daily cover. :

. December 17, 1*-980

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Hert regarding the one-tinre approval for -
disposal of three hundred (300) cubic yards of asbestos-containing pipe insulation waste at the
GDC Landfill. The asbestos waste was generated by the former Ashland Chemical Plant in
Hammond, Indiana. Brandenburg Demolition, Inc. had made this particular request.on -
November 7, 1980. The approval was conditioned on the followmg reqmrements

i The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landﬁli to prov:de notlﬁcatlon
of the time of dlsposal and conditions of the shipment;. :

 2. Appropriate protective ciothmg should be used during handling and disposal to
ensure proper protection from exposure to the matenal espec:]ally contact with

. eyes, skin, and inhalation;

3. All asbestos must be suﬂiclently dampened to prevent airborne contammatlon
during compaction; and :

4. _ The asbestos waste is to be mixed w1th refuse and covered with a minimum of six
(6) inches of soil cover by the end of the working day

January 8, 1981
-An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 5: :00pm. Mr. Oliver .

noted that the solid waste was not being managed with a 3:1 slope. Additionally, a representative -
of the GDC. La:ndﬁll stated that daily cover could not be applied for the solid waste that was
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disposed on this date due to an equipment problem. A total dement score of nine (9) was
calculated an unacceptable rating, - :

January 9, 1981

A letter was issued to M. Hagen from. Mr Hert regarding the one-time approval for
disposal of fifty (50) cubic yards of asbestos waste at the GDC Landfill. The asbestos waste was
generated by the Lever Brothers Company (“Lever Brothers™). Lever Brothers had made this
particular request on Decémber 15, 1980 The approval was condltloned on the followmg
requirements: - . . e

1 . The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landfill to provide nofification
of the tlme of dlsposa} and condmons of the shipment;

2. Appropriate protectzve clothmg should be used durmg handling and disposal to
' ensure proper protection from exposure to the material, especially contact with
eyes, skin, and mhalatlon

3. All asbestos must be sufficiently dampened to prevent airborne contamination
during compaction; and

4. The.asbestos waste is to Be mixed with refuse and covered with a minimuam of six
(6) inches of soil cover by the end of the working day.

January 14, 1981
- A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen ﬁ'om Mr. Hert regardmg the approval for disposal of
eighty thousand (80,000) cubic yards of fly ash from the Union Carbide Corporation (“Union
Carbide”), 4500 Kennedy Avenue, East Chicago, Indiana, at the GDC Landfill. Union Carbide
had made this particular request on October 24, 1980. The approval was conditioned on the

following requirements:

I The generator and/or hauler must contact the GDC Landfill to provide notification
of the time of disposal and conditions of the sthment

2. The fly ash shall not be placed in water; and
3. The fly ash shall not be used for daily or final cover.
| February 21, 1981

A letter was lssued to Dr Caldwell from Ms. Sandra S. Gardebring, Director,
Enforcement Division, U.S. EPA Regxon V, regarding potential public health problems 1dent1ﬁed
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“during an inspection of the GDC Landfill by U.S.EPA Region V inspectors. ‘Specifically, a-
night inspection revealed the presence of hundreds of thousands of rats at the. GDC Landfill.

March 6, 1981

- A letter was issued to Mr Steve Wakeﬁeld ISBH, from Mr. Sam Luri, Vice President, D
& H, regarding a request to dispose of thirty-four (34) fifty-five (55) gallon drums and one (1)
five (5) gallon container of paint waste from the Union Tank Car Company (“Union Tank™), -
located at 151st Street & Railroad Avenue in East Chicago, Indiana, at the GDC Land£ill. Unio'n
~ Tank’s EPA 1.D. No. was listed as IND 005 456 058. D & H’s EPA 1.D. No. was listed as INT -
190 019 877. In an attempt to gam approval D&H provﬂed the followmg mformatlon related
-to the request for disposal:- , , C e

1. The waste stream was a “FO 17” [FOI 7] hazardous waste
) 2 e | .The waste analy31s was perfonned by Gabnel Laboratorles and

3. The contact for Union Tank was listed as Mr. Raymond Laudan a:nd could be
- contacted at (312) 374-5250. . :

The approval request did include the statement, “apprommately 2500 drums per year » It
is not clear if this approval was ever granted by ISBH. : .

Apnl 21, 1981

An mspectlon of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Oliver at 10:30am. M, Oliver
‘observed that Union Carbide coal ash/slag was being accepted for disposal at the-GDC Landfill.
Mr. Oliver calculated a. total demerit score of zero (O) an acceptable rating, - '

May 8, 1981

A letter was issued to Mr. Oliver from Mr. Hagen regarding a clarification on the status
of the Gary Municipal Dump [currently known as the Gary Landfill]. Semantically, Mr. Hagen
inquired as to whether the Gary Municipal Dump was actually a permitted landfill or whether it
was an unpermitted dump. Mr. Hagen referenced a May 4, 1981 letter from Calumet Waste
Systems arguing that it was not an unpermitted dump. :

May 26, 1981 -
A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Dan B.. Magoun, Supervisor, Conventional
Waste Program, Solid Waste Management Section, Division of Sanitary Engincering, ISBH,

regarding Mr. Hagen’s May 8, 1981 inquiry. Mr. Magoun noted that the Gary Municipal Dump
was 1ot a permitted sanitary landfill pursuant to 330 IAC 4-1-1 (SPC 18), nor had it ever held a -
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permit. Furthermore, Mr. Magoun noted that the Gaty Municipal Dump was evaluated by ISBH
" on September 19, 1980 and was found to have failed the criteria pertaining to disease vectors and
fire hazards. Also, he noied that the SPCB had initiated a civil action in Lake County Circuit
. Court against the City of Gary for unacceptable operation of the site. - s

- June 4, 1981

Mr. Hagen completed and si gned a EPA Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form, *

. pursuant to section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (“CERCLA”) of 1980. In Section D, Mr. Hagen noted that waste disposal
operations began in 1976 and continued to 1981, presumed to mean “the present.” Mr. Hagen
selected Option 2 in Section E. This option allowed Mr. Hagen, apparently familiar with
characteristic and listed-hazardous wastes under RCRA, to delineate those hazardous waste codes
for hazardous wastes accepted at the GDC Landfill. Similar to the Part A filed by Mr. Hagen on -

‘November 18, 1980, he listed both FO06 and K087 as’hazardous waste streams handied by the
GDC Landfill. In Section F, Mr. Hagen lsted that his facility was a landfill and noted the o
estimated combined quantity.of hazardous wastes at the site to be ninety-seven thousand six =~ =
bundred and cighty (97,680) cubic yards over sixty-two (62) acres. Lastly, Mr. Hagen indicated
that there were no known, suspected, or likely releases of wastes to the environment from the
GDC Landfili. '

June 9, 1981

‘Similar to Mr. Hagen of the GDC Landfill, Mr. Jeffrey Diver, counsel for Indiana Waste 7
Systems, Inc. (“Indiana Waste™), P.O. Box 250, Valparaiso, Indiana, 46368, completed and
signed a EPA Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form, pursuant to Section 103 of CERCLA
of 1980. Mr. Diver’s phone number was listed as (312) 654-8800. [If appears that EPA was
attempting to gather Superfund-related information from suspected potentially-responsible
parties, one of which being Indiana Waste, an alleged transporter of waste to the GDC Landfill.
Additionally, it appears that Indiana Waste is/was a subsidiary of and Mr. Diver was an
employee for Waste Management, Inc..} Mr. Diver completed the above-noted form for Mr. W.
Brand Bobosky, Assistant Secretary, Indiana Waste, 900 Jorie Boulevard, Oakbrook, Illinois,
60521. Indiana Waste listed the GDC Landfill as the site location undet Section B. A notation
by Mr. Diver stated that GDC asserts the GDC Landfill is under RCRA interim status. However,
notes Mr. Diver, EPA Region V staff advised Indiana Waste that the GDC Landfill does not have
interim status under RCRA although a Part A was filed. ‘Option 1 of Section E was completed by
Indiana Waste, as contrasted with Option 2 by Mr. Hagen. Under the heading, “General Type of
Waste,” Indiana Waste listed numerous wastes, including organics, inorganics, solvents, heavy
metals, mixed municipal waste, unknown, incinerator residues, and oil sludge. Regarding the
heading, “Source of Waste,” Indiana Waste listed construction, fertilizer, iron/steel foundry,
general chemical, utility companies, lab/hospital, unknown, and refineries. SectionF, “Vacility
Type,” notes both landfill and below ground drums. Specific information was not provided on
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-July 10,1981 .

" An mspect:on of thc GDC Landﬁll was conducted by Mr. Ohver and Ms Mary Janet Roe
at 10:30am. They inquired as to the shredder material from the East Chicago Incinerator. Mr,
Hagen stated that only recently had the shredder material been accepted for disposal at the GDC
Landfill: Mr. Hagen stated that residue from the East Chicago Incinerator is not being accepted
for disposal at the GDC Landﬁil No demerit score was calculated as t]ns was not a complete
inspection. : - e - :

August 20, 1981

M. Ohver mspected the GDC Landﬁll at 12: IOpm Mr Ohver calculated atotal dcmcnt '
score of ten (1 O) an unacceptable rating. During the inspection, Mr:-Oliver obtained Manifest
. Nos. 7302-12750 and 7302-12685 from Jones & Laughlin Steel Company that listed tar decanter’
shudge [presumably a K087 listed hazardous waste] and central waste treatment plant sludge,
respectively. According to Mr. Oliver, both waste streams were received for disposal at the GDC*
Landfill on August 19, 1981. Mr. Oliver indicated that the central waste treatment plant sludge
had not been provided with daily cover.. Additionally, a clay wall was being constructed along
the western boundary of the GDC Landﬁll Lastly, the leachate-collection system was not bemg
constructed per the engineering drawmgs

October 20, 1981

- An mspectlon of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs. Oliver and Bill Morgan at
10:15am. . A total demerit score of zero (0) was calculated, an acceptable ratmg

January 8,1982

An mspec‘uon of the GDC Landfiil was conductcd by Messrs Ollvcr and StuMiller at
9:30am. He calculated a total demerit score of zero (0), an acceptable score. Messrs Oliver and
Miller observed foundry sand being utilized for da11y cover.

February 10, 1982
| ~ A letter was issued to Mr. Lamm, Director, D1v1310n of Land Pollution Control, ISBH,
from Mr. Thomas E. Ponicki, Director, Department of Public Works, Town of Munster,
requesting the current status, including information related to cnvuonmental violations, of the
GDC Landﬁll -
February 16,1982 .

Two (2) Ietters were 1ssucd to Mr. Hagcn by the Indiana Environmental Management
Board (“EMB”). [The EMB had replaced the SPCB as the ennty responsible for landfill
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and received on November 17, 1980, for Construction Plan Permit No. SW-133. The GDC
Landfill was prewously 1ssued a constructlon plan permit on June 21 1973.

1

~The. second letter renewed GDC’s’ Operatlng Penmt No 45-2, W1th botk approval letters
sub_]ect to-nine (9) condltlons mcludmg S .

1. That sandy, granular matenal under the Unified SmI Classification of SW and SP
not be used for daily cover;

2. That the clay perlmeter seal be compacted to 90% Standard Proctor dens1ty,
3 That results of compactlon tests conducted on the perimeter seal be submitted to
- . the Division of Land Pollutlon Control staff within 15 days of completlon of the

- tests

4. That after each section of leachate collection pipe is installed, it be inspected by a
' Division of Land Pollution Control staff member before it is covered; and

5. That the discharge of water from the site to the Grand Calumet River or other
- waters of the State of Indiana shall not occur except in confornuty Wlﬂl an
: approved NPDES permit. :

Accordmg to the Operating Permit No. 45-2 renewal certlﬁcate the permit renewal
would expire on March 1, 1984. [dpparently, there is a second letter, but it is nowhere to be
found. The February 16, 1982 letter only lists five (5) conditions, not nine (9) Need to check
with EPA for the second page which is assumed to be missing. Allegedly, there is also a
requirement for the quarterly sampling of the GDC Landfill monitoring wells and for the
termination of hazardous waste disposal, as defined in 330 IAC 4-2-1, within sixty (60) days.]

March 11, 1982
A letter was issued by Mr. Terry K. Hiestand, Mr. Hagen’s attorney, to the EMB
requesting a hearing pursuant to IC 13-7-10-5(b). Mr. Hiestand appealed the conditions
approved in both letters issued by the EMB on February 16, 1982.
March 23, 1982
A letter was issued to ISBH from Mr. King D. Killin, Vice President, Engmeermg '
Department, U.S. Reduction Company, 2025 175th Street, Lansing, Illinois, 60438, requesting

the groundwater analyses from the GDC Landfill monitoring wells and surface water discharge
analyses for 1979, 1980, and 1981.
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 April 21,1982

A letter was issued to Mr. Ponicki from Mr. William L. Morgan, Chief, Facility
Inspection Section, Solid Waste Management Branch, Division of Land Pollution Control, ISBH,
noting the GDC Landfill had been issued two (2) letters recently, including a‘letter amending the -
Construction Plan Permit No. SW-133 and a letter renewing GDC’s operating permit No. 45-2.

- Mr. Morgan stated that Mr. Hagen had appealed portions of both letters in accordance with IC
13-7-10-4(a) and IC 13-7-10-5(b). ' S ‘ '

June 1, 1982

A letter was issued to Mr. Richard Shandross, State Implementation Officer, U.S. EPA
Region V, from Mr. Palin, Acting Chief, Engineering Section, Technical Support Branch,
Division of Land Pollution Control, ISBH, requesting documentation onthe status of GDC’s
interim status permit. Mr. Hagen, noted Mr. Palin, contended that he had filed all the necessary
_ papers in a timely fashion, and that since he had an EPA 1.D. No., he must have interim status to
accept hazardous waste. : : o '

June 10, 1982

A letter was issued to Mr. Palin from M. Shandross regarding the regulated status of the
GDC Landfill under RCRA. According to Mr. Shandross, GDC had only complied with two (2)
of the three (3) prerequisites for obtaining interim status, including the current ownership and
operation of an existing hazardous waste management facility as defined at 40 CFR 260.20 and
the submission of a Part A before November 19, 1980. However, GDC failed to submit a
- Notification of Hazardous Waste Activity Form (“Notification Form™) to EPA by August 18,
1980. Although the Part A or the Notification Form provides an EPA LD. No. for a facility, the
fact that a facility retains an EPA 1.D. No. does not provide proof that a facility has complied
with all three (3) prerequisites for obtaining interim status. More specifically, Mr. Shandross
noted that Mr. Hagen telephoned U.S. EPA Region V on September 11, 1980 to state that he had
never received his Notification Form. Even if Mr. Hagen had filed a Notification Form for the
GDC Landfjli, according to Mr, Shandross, it would not have been filed in a timely manner and,
therefore, interim status should be precluded. T . '

July 7, 1982
A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Andrew F. Livbvich, Chemist, Lake County
Health Department regarding three (3) water samples obtained from the GDC Landfiil as

delivered on July 1, 1982. [Have Rose create a table for inclusion into this document. ]

-~ July 19,1982
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Mr. Copeland Bernauer, ISBH, obtained samples from three (3) wells at the GDC
Landfill. Mr. Bernauer noted that there were no caps on the west, south, and north well casings.
Additionally, ponding was observed around the west and south casings. Mr. Bernauer noted that
the north well was dry. The three (3) samples were delivered to the lab on July 22, 1982 at
8:30am. : ' ' A :

: July 30, 1982

A letter was issued to the ISBH from Dr. A. William Douglas, Director, Gary Municipal
Airport Authority District, regarding the significant bird hazard presented by the GDC Landfiil. -
- Also of concern was the increase in vertical elevation of the GDC Landfill. Although no airspace

violations were identified, Mr. Douglas promised to keep the ISBH informed. - '-

~ August 10, 1982

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs. Oliver and Millerat® .
5:00pm. They calculated a total demerit score of nine (9) for the GDC Landfill, an unacceptable
rating. Messts. Oliver and Miller observed leachate on-site as water was flowing through the
sides of the GDC Landfill and through the refuse and into a new trench being constructed. Also,
they observed shredder fluff being utilized as for daily cover. The new trench being constructed
was noted as being constructed too close to the present working area, thus exposing refuse and
aluminum dross. According to notes made on the inspection repott by Mr. Hagen, the exposed

refuse was a result of a (clay) wall collapsing due to heavy rains.

August 25, 1982

Mr. Kyle delivered a Petitioner’s First Set of Interrdgatories, Requests for Admissions,
and Requests for the Production of Documents to Mr. Scherschel for Cause No. N-53. -

Septemb_er 28, 1982

Messrs. Palin, Miller, Oliver, Matthew Scherschel, Ms. Karyl Schmidt met with Messrs.
Hagen, Vic Indiano, and John Kyle at the GDC Landfill to discuss the pending legal action by the
ISBH. The following observations were made: - -

1. leachate from the GDC Landfill was being discharged from the American
Admixtures Fly Ash Processing Facility (“American Admixtures”) into a ditch
along the railroad on the eastern boundary of the site;

2. the leachate from the ditch was flowing into the borrow pit in and around the

sump pump (Mr. Hagen stated he had attempted to seal the wall on several
occasions with little success); '
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3.. - Mr. Hagen’s description to Mr, Palin of the berm constructed along the western
_ boundary indicated that it was not as wide as prescribed w1th1n the constructlon
plan; and :

4 the odorous black and red water was leaking into the borrow pit from several
locations with the largest problem observed at the northwest corner of the site.

October 2,1982

Two thousand seven hundred and ﬁfty 2, 75 0) gallons of F0O0S5 (spent non—halogenated
solvents) hazardous paint. sludge waste were manifested (Manifest No. 00134) from American
Chemical Services, Inc. (“ACS”™), 420 South Colfax Avenue, Griffith, Indiana (EPA I.D. No.

IND 01630265X), transported by Independent Waste System (“Independent™), P.O. Box 269,
Griffith, Indiana (EPA 1.D. No. IND 051942563), and accepted by Mr. Brian Boyd for disposal at
the GDC Landfill on October 2, 1982. [The GDC Landﬁll was mzsrakenly listed as Transporter
No. 2on thls mamﬁa.s‘t ] :

October 12, 1982
A Notice of Taking Deposition and Proof of Semce was. served on Messrs Palin and
Oliver for a deposition to occur on October 14, 1982 at 9:00am. :

October 15, 1982

Two thousand seven hundred and fifty (2,750) gallons of FO03 (spent non-halogenated
solvents) hazardous paint sludge waste were manifested (Manifest No. 00135) from ACS; -
transported by Independent, and ‘accepted by Mr. Brian Boyd for dlsposal at the GDC Landfill on
October 15, 1982.

October 29, 1982
. Two T_.'housand.seven hundred and fifty (2,750) gallons of FO05 (spent non-halogenated
- solvents) hazardous paint sludge waste were manifested (Manifest No. 00136) from ACS,

| transported by Independent, and accepted by Mr. Brian Boyd for disposal at the GDC Landfill on
October XX, 1982. : _

Fdk

Four (4) water samples were obtained from the GDC Landfill wells and sent to the Lake
County Health Department for analysis.

Neovember 3, 1982 |
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A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen' from Mr. Andrew F. Livovich, Chemist, Lake County
Health Department regarding four (4) water samples obtained from the GDC Landfill as
delivered on November 1, 1982. [Have Rose create a table for inclusion into this document]

‘November 22, 1982

- ¢ Aletter was issued to Mr. Chuck Epstein, Jones & Laughlin Steel Corporation, 3001 - *
Dickey Road, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312, from Mr. Oliver regarding the following pieces of
information on their central treatment plant sludge, terniinal treatment plant sludge, No. 6 stand
oil (bottom siudge and oil), and coke tar decanter sludge: ' B

1. - . volume of each waste liquid or sludge which was shipped for land disposal on a _
monthly basis since January 1981;. - - - : :

2. who transported said waste for disposal; and

3. identify the disposal site if it is other than the GDC Landfill. Please identify any
o ~other liquids or sludges that you dispose of at the above Landfill, - '

November 29, 1982

One (1) twenty (20) cubic yard roll-off box of hazardous rubber battery chip waste was
manifested (Disposal Service Copy No. 8614) by Mr. John Valocik from U.S.S. Lead Refinery,
Inc. (*U.S.S. Lead”), 5300 Kennedy Avenue, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312 (EPA 1.D. No. IND
047030226), transported by Industrial Disposal Corporation (“Industrial Disposal™), 2000 Gary
Avenue, P.O. Box 59, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312 (EPA 1LD. No. IND 044250587), and
accepted by Mr. Brian Boyd for disposal at the GDC Landfill on Novermber 29, 1982, '

November 30, 1982
A letter was issued to Mr. Scherschel from Mr. Kyle regarding a draft Agreed Order
[determine which Agreed Order] and answers to the first set of interrogatories. Mr. Kyle stated
that a significant issue surrounded the approval for disposal of steel mill sludges from Jones &
Laughlin Steel Company. ' : -
| December 3, 1982 |

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs. Oliver and Miller at
9:10am. A total demerit score of zero (0) was calculated, an acceptable rating.

December 17, 1982
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A letter was issued to Mr.. Hagen from Mr. Guinn Doyle, Chlef Hazardous'Waste
Management Branch, Division of Land Pollution Control, ISBH, regarding the regulatory
requirements of managing run-off (40 CFR 265.302(b)) from the portion(s) of the GDC Landfill
that are active and not closed in accordance with a RCRA closure plan. Mr. Doyle also stressed
the importance of performing a hazardous waste determination, pursuant to 40 CFR 262.11, for
the collected run-off. If the collected run-off is determined to be a hazardous waste and is

" discharged through a point source to waters of the Umted States, then it is subj ect to Section 402

of the Clean Water. Act.
' Dece_mberzs, 1982

- An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Miller at 10 4Sam A total
demerit score of zero (0) was calculated, an acceptable rating.

February 10,1983

. .Aninspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Miller at 8:30am. Mr. Miller
calculated a total demerit score of zero (0) for the GDC Landfill, an acceptable rating. Mr, Miller
observed that daily cover was being applied and clay was being placed on older disposal areas

where leachate was formerly seeping out of the GDC Landfill.

February 18, 1983

The EMB approved Agreed Order, Cause No. N- 53 as negotlated between GDC and
ISBH. Agreed Order, Cause No. N-53 settled the appeal filed by GDC contesting the nnposmon
of nine (9) conditions placed upon the GDC Landfiil by the EMB on February 16, 1982, in
renewing Operating Permit No. 45-2. The text of Agreed Order, Cause No. N-53 is below:

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT AND
RECOMMENDED AGREED ORDER

Comes now Petltxoner Gary Development Inc., by counsel and by Lan'y Hagen Vice
President and General Manager; and comes now Respondent, the Indiana Environmental
Management Board (“EMB”), by Linley Pearson, Attorney General, by Matthew Scherschel,
Deputy Attorney General. The parties show the Hearing Officer that they have resolved their
differences and ask the Hearing Officer to recommend an order to EMB in accordance with the
~ terms and conditions set forth in Part II below

L_HISTORY ANDLBACKGROUND
In early 1973, Petitioner began to explore developing a sanitary landfill in a mined-out,

water-filled, sand pit in Gary, Indiana (hereinafter called the “site”). On May 15, 1973, the
Indiana Stream Pollution Control Board (“SPCB™) approved Petitioner’s proposal to dewater the
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sand pit. On June 19, 1973, SPCB granted Petitioner Construction Permit SW133, thereby
allowmg preparatory. constructlon work for a: samtary landfill to begin.

On August 29, 1974 the State conducted its ﬁnal inspection of the site which led to
SPCB’s granting final approval to Petitioner to commence sanitary landfill operations. The
landfill began accepting solid waste for disposal in September 1974 On February 20, 1975,
SPCB sent Petitioner its Operating Permit No. 45-2. S :

On May 20, 1980, SPCB approved an Agreed Order negotlated between Petltloner and
SPCB staff. This Order required that Petitioner submit within one-hundred and eighty (180) days
of May 20, 1980, an application for 2 modification of its original construction permit. This
application was timely submitted to SPCB on November 14, 1980.

- On February 16, 1982, the Indiana Environmental Management Board (“EMB”: in the
interim, EMB replaced SPCB as the Indiana agency responsible for landfill permits) notified
Petitioner by two (2) nearly identical letters (hereafter called the “February 16, 1982 letter™),

indjcating that its Operating Permit No. 45-2 had been renewed and that its revised construction
plans submitted November 14, 1980, had been approved, both subject to nine (9) conditions.
Petitioner thereafter filed a petition for hearing, contesting the imposition of these nine (9)
conditions.

Since that time the parties have negotiafed the agreement set forth in Part IT below,
resolving the issues in dispute. The parties request that the Hearing Officer recommend that
EMB enter the provisions of Part II below as an Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53.

II RECOMMENDED AGREED ORDER

Ft is expressly agreed and understood that the provisions of thls Recommended Agreed
Order constitute a modification of Petitioner’s modified Construction Permit No. SW-133 and
Operating Permit No. 45-2. To the extent that this Recommended Agreed Order is inconsistent
with these two permits; the drawings and narrative submitted on November 14, 1980; or the
State’s February 16, 1982 letter, the provisions below shall supersede stich inconsistent
provisions, and shall govern construction and operations at the site from the date this
- Recommended Agreed Order is approved by EMB. (This date is hereafter called “the effective
date of thls Order.”)

1. Condition No._l in the February 1 6, 1982 letter, to wit: Sandy, granular material
under the unified soil classification SW and SP will not be used for daily cover at -

the site, remains unchanged.

2. Condition No. 4 in the February 16, 1982 letter, is deleted and replaced by the
following: :
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Petitioner shall notify a staff member of the Indiana Division of Land. -
Pollution Control (hereafier called “staff”) by phone at least seven (7) daysin
advance of the installation of any required leachate collectlon system on-s:te, to
“allow. staff to inspect such mstalla’aon :

‘a. After such notification, Petltloner may mstall the system on the appomted
day at the appointed hour, or as soon thereafter as weather permits;-
whether or not staff is present.

b . Ifstaff is notpresent for such installation, Petitioner shall document with
.+ photographs and narrative that the 1nsta11at10n comphes wﬂh Petltlcner 8’
amended construction permit. - :

c. - ‘Any requn‘ed leachate collection system shall be mstalled in comphance
- with- the amended construction permit. - : :

' -Condmon'No 3in the February 16, 1982 letter, regarding the dlscharge of water
- from the site into the Grand Calumet River or other waters of the State of Indlana
15 deleted in its entirety. :

Condition No. 6 inthe F ebruary 16, 1982 letter, is deleted and replaced by the
: followmg

It is not necessary that Pet1tzoner to install the seepage collection pond
detailed on page seven (7) of Petitioner’s Engineering Plan. Petitioner agrees that
no solid waste will be deposited in “standing-water;” the phrase “standing water”
shall not be construed to mean de minimis amounts of water or small ram—ﬁlled
; puddles ' B

Condmon No. 7 in the February 16, 1982 letter, is deleted and replaced by the
followmg

- The Clay Perimeter Seal along the south side of the site shall be
constructed to an elevation of 589.7 MSL and shall be at least ten (10) feet wide.
The parties expressly agree that the portion of Petitioner’s landfill located at the
southeastern portion of the site which is completed and at final grade as of
' December 14, 1982, will not be affected by this reqmrement

Condition No. 8 in the F ebruary 16, 1982 letter, is deleted and replaced by the
following:
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| The four (4) en-site inonitoring wells will be sampled on a quarterly basis.
The samplmg months are January, April, July and October, with samples to be

) . taken at the end of each month and analyzed

a Results of thesc tests shall be submitted to staﬂ' by the end of the followmg
- month. The parameters to be tested are chloride, chemical oxygen
. :demand, total hardness, total iron, and total dxsso]ved solids.

, :_'The mod:ﬁed construction plans approved February 16 1982, called for
-compaction of the clay perimeter wall around the site and testing the clay used for
constructing this wall in accordance with the 90% Standard Proctor Density Test.
Petitioner has found it technically and economically impractical to utilize this test.

L Respondent has agreed to substitute for this test any test acceptable to staff which

will accurately portray the permeablhty of the clay perimeter wall. Accordingly,
. Conditions 2 and 3 of the February 16, 1982 letter, are deleted and replaced with
the following: ‘

a.  Within forty-five (45) days of the effective date of this Order, or if weather
-+ conditions prevent taking the borings within this time period, as soon
: _thereafter as weather permits, Petitioner will have four soil borings (which
may be drilled at an angle) taken from the site’s west wall, at random
locations along the wall, with split spoon samples taken at five-foot depth
intervals in each boring. Blowcounts will be recorded for each split spoon
~sample taken. The soil boring team will visually inspect the split spoon
" samples taken from each hole drilled and keep a log of their observations
_to include any-identifiable :rregulantles or voids encountered durmg
. drilling. A total of five (5) Shelby tube samples shall be taken from the
borings. The Shelby tube samples will be subjected to a hydraulic
~ conductivity test to ascertain the samples’ permeability. Test results will
be forwarded to staff within fifteen (15) days of their receipt by Petitioner.
Stalf shall be notified at least seven (7) days in advance of any such
boring, and will be given an opportunity to-attend and view the drilling.
: AStaﬁ' shall not interfere with such operations.

b, If the test results show the permeability of the clay wall to be 5.0 x 10°¢
centimeters per second or less (i.e. 4.9 x 10, 4.0 x 10, 3.0 x 105, 2.0 x
10%,1.0 x 10%, 1.0 x 107, 1.0 x 10, etc.), then no remedial action for the
west clay perimeter wall will be required unless staff identifies a
significant infiliration of liquid as discussed in subparagraph 7c.

c. If the test results show that the permeability of the west penmeter wall is

- 5.1 x 10°° centimeters per second or greater (i.e. 5.1 x 10, 6.0x 10%, 7.0 x
_106 8.0x 10°, 90x10 ,1.0x 107, iOxlO" etc.); onfstaﬂ‘ 1dent1ﬁesa
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. significant infiltration problem involving a concentrated flow of liquid into
-~ -the site through the west wall or emanating from an area of deposited solid
waste along that wall, then it is agreed that further negotiations between

the parties will be required to determine what remedial action, if any, must
~'be undertaken along the west wall. If the parties are unable to reach an
-agreement as to such remedial measures, if any, within sixty (60) days of
- (i) the submission of the test results to the State, or (ii) the date a
significant infiltration of liquid, staff notifies Petitioner in writing of a
finding of the issue of what remedial action may be required shall be
sublmtted to the Hearmg Ofﬁcer for hearmg and dec151on '

d. Unt11 the so;l bormg tests are completed with sahsfactory results in
accordance with subparagraphs “a” and “b” above; or until an agreement is
. approved, or order entered pursuant to subparagraph “c” above, Petitioner
agrees not to construct any further portions of the clay pemneter wall
around the site.

i. ©  Ifsaid test results are satisfactory in accordance with
-subparagraphs 7b, and no significant infiltration of liguid is
“identified in accordance with subparagraph 7c, then construction of
~ the remaining portions of the clay perimeter wall shall proceed in

the same manner as the constriction of the west wall so as to
ensure a permeability factor at least equivalent to the test results for
the west wall and to ensure that infiltration of liquid into the site
through these newly constructed walls does not occur. In this
event, Petitioner will submit narrative to staff describing the
method used to. construct the-west wall and will document the
construction of the remaining portions of the clay perimeter wall

- with pictures and narratxve to ensure conslstent constructmn
pract]ces -

ii.  Ifsaid fest results are unsatisfactory; or a significant infiltration of
- liquid is identified in accordance with subparagraph 7c, the parties
will attempt to negotiate an acceptable alternative for the
construction of the remaining portions of the clay perimeter wall,
or falling on agreement, submit the matter to the Hearing Officer
for heanng and decision.

8. Cond1t:|on 9 of the February 16, 1982 letter, is deleted and replaced by the
following;:

a. . Petitioner’s landfill will not be excluded from consideration as, and will be
considered, one of the several sanitary landfills in Indiana which are,
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satisfactory repositories for special or “hazardous waste” as defined in 329
IAC 5-2-1(19) (1982 Cum. Supp.) (hereafter called “special waste™). The
- parties specifically agree that no “hazardous waste” as defined and

. identified in 320 IAC 4-3 (1982 Cum. Supp.) (hereafter called “RCRA

 hazardous waste”) shall be dcposned at Petitioner’ s landfill after the

_effective date of this Order. .

Petmoner shali be perm1tted to continue receiving the following ¢ ‘special

.. 'wastes” from the effective date of this Order until further action of the

Board or Staff:
i US.ReductionDust -

11 - ,';A-sb_e-stos fill from Borg—Wéi'ner and Amoco Oil (which
wastestreams were subject to Special Permission letters dated May
17, 1977, and May 14, 1980, respectively);

_fii.  Com starch and carbon filters from American Maize Products
Company (which wastestreams were subject to a Special
Permission letter dated February 20, 1976),

iv. The following steel mill sludges from J & L Steel Corporation: the
Central Treatment Plant Sludge, the Terminal Treatment Plant
Sludge, and the Sludge from the 6 Stand Oil Recovery Unit,

After the effective date of this Order, staff will send a letter to the
generators of the special wastes listed in subparagraph b above, requesting
that the generators submit further information regardmg the nature of the
wastestreams identified in subparagraph 8b above, to staff within sixty
(60) days of receipt of such letier; it is expressly agreed that this 60-day
period will be extended by staff for good cause shown. Staff will analyze
- such updated information, make a final determination whether these listed
_ special wastes may continue to be disposed of at the site, and shall
promptly notify the generator of the waste and Petitioner of its decision.
Any such decision shall constitute a “final decision.”. Any such decision
shall constitute a “final action” for which Petitioner may file a Petition for
hearing before the Board pursuant to IC 4-22-1 (1982) and IC 13-7-11-3
. (1982). Any special permission letters issued for these listed wastes shall
last one year. Renewal of such letters will be granted if the materials do
. not change mgmﬁcantly in quality of quantity, and if Petitioner’s operation
of the site is in compliance with this Agreed Order, and Petitioner’s
modified construction permit and operating permit.
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. d. . Itisthe parties’ intention that other “special waste” of similar quality,
o quantity and composition as; and other “special waste” presenting similar
environmental hazards as, the above-listed special wastes will be
. considered for disposal at the site. The decision whether to allow “special
- waste” in‘addition to those listed above to be deposited at Petitioner’s site,
must be made by staff on a case-by-case basis after considering the
physical and chemical composition of the proposed waste as well as
- current.operations at the site. Although it is impossible to make any
- guarantees in advance, staff agrees in principle that, given satisfactory
operations and construction at the site in compliance with this Order;
Operating Permit 45-2; and the modified construction plans approved
February 16, 1982, wastestreams with similar chemical and physical
composition, and wastestreams presenting similar environmental hazards
- - as the special wastes listed in subparagraph “b” above, will be considered
- suitable for dlsposal atthe szte '

e. The parties Agee that materials-such as debris, wood, construction refuse,
- steel, ete.; “coal ash,” including fly ash and bottom ash (i.e., the resultant
“‘ash” from coal burmng), may be dlsposed of at the site WIthout any
special permission letters.

£ Petitioner agrees to submit a quarterly report to staff setting forth the types

".and amounts of “special wastes” disposed of at the site. These reports
will be due the same day for the same period as the monitoring well
reports referred to in paragraph 6 above.

g _Fmally, the parties agree to- cooperate in good faith in exploring the
possibility of depositing the Georgia Pacific paper sludge and municipal
treatment plant sludges at the site :

The partles agree that Petitioner’s Operating. Permlt and amended Construction
Permit shall last for a period of two years from the effective date of this Agreed
Order. . The renewal of this Operating Permit and amended Construction Permit,
or the decision of whether or grant or renew special permission letters referred to
in paragraph 8b, 8c and 8d above, shall be based upon Petitioner’s compliance

. ‘with this Agreed Order, Petitioner’s modified construction permit and operating

permit and IC 13-7. For the purpose of renewals of existing Special permission
letters (subparagraph 8c), granting and renewal of additional special permission
letter (subparagraph 8d), and the renewal of Petitioner’s Operating Permit and
amended Construction Permit (paragraph 9), the phrase “compliance with this

- Agreed Ordet, Petitioner’s modified construction permit and operating permit”
shall include but not be limited to (1) any de minimus or insignificant variations
from the Agreed Order and/or Petitioner’s modified construction permit and
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- operating permit, and/or (2) any inspection report which contains demerits, but
‘which still shows an “acceptable” rating, and/or (3) any unacceptable rating on 40 .
. percent or less of the inspection reports conducted by the State in any 12-month
_period. o

March 1, 1983

~An Agreed Order, Cause No. N-53, was issued to GDC by the ISBH that had approved by
the EMB. This Agreed Order resolved the appeal filed by GDC regarding the nine (9) conditions
placed upon GDC through the approval on February 16, 1982 of both its operating permit .-
renewal and amended constructionplan. .. . . o - v

- April 6,1983
Mr. Miller iJlSpebtéd theGDC Landﬁl] -a,t 10:30am. Mr. Miller calculated a total demerit.

. score of nine.(9); an unacceptable rating. During the inspection, he noted that general refuse had
accumulated within standing water at the GDC Landfill. : c -

June 29, 1983

A Potential Hazardous Waste Site Preliminary Assessment (TDD No. R5-82 12-02A-085)
was completed by Ms. Kathy McCormack and Messrs. Clande Mays and Mark Lunsford of

Ecology & Environment, Inc. for the GDC Landfill.
© Julys,1983

'On July 5, 1983, the Gary area was subject to a rain event that produced seven (7) inches
of rain in a two (2) hour period. As a result, the Grand Calumet River rose above the one
hundred (100) year flood stage, thus flooding the GDC Landfill. Mr; Hagen estimated that
approximately one hundred million (100,000,000) gallons of water infiltrated the GDC Landfill.
He also noted that he had lost two (2) cranes and many pumps. ' -

July 11, 1983
Mr. Miller inspected the GDC Landfill at 12:30pm. Mr. Miller observed two (2) loads of
- hot lime from Blaw Knox that had been accepted for disposal at the GDC Landfill, In particular,
the loads caused a fire on the GDC Landfill. A third load was rejected for disposal. Mr. Miller
rated the GDC Landfill as acceptable. o . : :
August 25, 1983 .

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was performed by Mr. Miller at 1:30pm. He noted
that the site was in an unacceptable condition as the water from the July 4, 1983 rain event had
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not been pumped out by Mr. Hagen. Furthermore, the active dispesal-area failed to retain
adequate daily cover with foundry sand from Blaw Knox being utilized for such purposes. GDC
was accepting J & L iron ore dust and slag for use as a road base. Mr. Miller rated the GDC
Landfill as unacceptable.

September 7, 1983

" Aletter was issued to Mr. Anthony Gentile, American Resources Corporation -
(“American Resources”), P.O. Box 813, Valley Forge, Pennsylvania; 19482, from Mr. Palin -
regarding the approval of the concept of 2 solidification process at the American Admixtures
facility. Specifically, American Resources, through a August 12, 1983 Jetter; proposed to
solidify industrial liquid waste [if is unclear if this would include hazardous waste] with fly ash

--at the American Admixtures facility located on property occupied by the GDC Landfili. The
industrial liquid wastes to be mixed with fly ash, according to Mr. Palin, will need to receive a
case-by-case approval by the ISBH. M. Palin noted that the maximum amount of liquid
industrial waste needed should be one millien (1,000,000) gallons. ‘M. Palin specified that he
approved of the concept only, and not of the actual solidification process itseif. ‘Once American

" Resources has identified liquid industrial wastes for solidification with fly ash, then they must
gain the approval of the Technical Secretary of the Environmental Management Board.

September 14 1983

Messts. Mﬂler and Roy E Harbert 1nspected the Blaw Know Foundry (“Blaw. Knox” mn

East Chicago, Indiana with Mr. William Kepka. According to Mr. Harbert, the sand, slag, and
baghouse dust wastes were being disposed at the GDC Landfill. The baghouse dusts from the
Blaw Knox electric arc furnace were high in cadmium. [Mr. Harbert does not state whether Mr.
Kepka performed a proper waste determination (EP. Toxicity) for the electric arc furnace dust, a
potential D006 hazardous waste.} Mr. Kepka stated that Blaw Knox’s corporate attorney advised
him to mix the electric arc furnace dust with sand and slag waste. Mr. Harbert told Mr. Kepka

that this mixing was considered illegal treatment and a permit would be necessary. Furthermore,
Mr. Harbert suggested that a new EP Toxicity test be performed on the electric arc furnace dust
so that a proper disposal facility could be selected.

September 27, 1983

A letter was issued to Ms. Karyl K. Schmidt, Chief, Geology/Chemisiry Support Section,
Land Pollution Control Division, ISBH from Mr. Kyle regarding his conversation with Mr. . -
Michael Burns, U.S. EPA, advising that GDC did not need to fully complete the EPA general
questionnaire on TSD facilities. A January 24, 1983 cover letter from GDC to EPA explained
that the various hazardous waste streams accepted by the GDC Landfill in 1981 were de minimus
- amount and nature.

October 13, 1983
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An inspection of the GDC Landfill was performed by Mr. Miller at 2:45pm. He noted
that the site was in an unacceptable condition. The water observed during the August 25, 1983
inspection had not been pumped off-site, although some progress was made, according to Mr.
. Miller. Mr. Mlller agam noted that GDC ‘was utlhzmg foundry sand as daﬂy cover.

November 9 1983

A letter was zssued to GDC from ISBH request:mg a clanﬁcatlon as 1o thelr regulatory
status. [Find this letter.]

December 27 & 28 1983

A inspection of the GDC Landfill was performed by Ecology & Envzronment Inc. for

- U.S. EPA Region V in an effort to complete a Potential Hazardous Waste Site Inspection Report.
Samples were obtained from the monitoring wells by Messrs Paul Hess, John Angelo, Dan
Cozza, and Ms. Anne Sause. '

December 30, 1983

A memorandum was issued by Ms. Sause regarding the December 28, 1983 sampling
event. Ms. Sause noted that samples were obtained from two (2) monitoring wells on the south
portlon of the property and a ditch along the West property hne

-+ January 3, 1984 :

The EMB revoked four (4) previously approved special waste disposal permits. ‘The four
(4) permits revoked included the Borg-Warner asbestos, the Amoco Oil- ‘Company asbestos, the
U.S. Reduction milling dust and slag; and the J & L sludge waste. Apparently, the EMB revoked
the four (4) permits because of continuing violations of Agreed Order, Cause No. N-53.
[Determine the four (4) special wastes and when they were originally approved.]

January 5,1984 -

Messrs. Oliver, Palin, Scherschel and Miller met with Messrs. Hagen and Kyle to discuss
the GDC Landfill. They discussed the July 4 rain event and subsequent GDC Land§ill
inspections on August 25 and October 13, 1983. Mr. Hagen noted that he had purchased a crane
in Louisville, Kentucky for one bundred and thirty seven thousand ($137,000) dollass.
Apparently, the bolts on the crane were cut and Mr. Hagen was required to expend an additional
amount of funds to obtain new parts. According to Mr. Hagen, the crane was operational by the
- end of August, 1983. The parties also discussed the soil borings that were required on the west
wall of the GDC Landfill as specified by the Consent Decree [find out which one this is (N-532)].
Standing water was observed in this area, thus making it too wet to perform soil borings. GDC .
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suggested that Vulcan Materials was the cause of the water problem. Furthermore, GDC stated
that, due to the manner in which the wall was constructed, the borings won’t tell ISBH anything.
The third issne discussed surrounded the special waste revocations issued recently by ISBH 1o
GDC. GDC did not believe that ISBH had just cause to revoke the approvals and, furthermore, it
would bankrupt the GDC Landfill. Lastly, the parties also discussed the Samocki Hole and GDC
noted that this was where waste from J & L Steel was being deposited. [Determine if the Samocki
Hole is a particular unit within the GDC Landfill itself. Furthermore, determine the nature and
specific orzgm of the J & L Steel waste as it may have been a RCRA hazardous waste stream.}

January 16 1984

An'inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Miller at 11:30am. Mr. Miller
observed that clay was being excavated an that it appears that clay cover 1s being provided daily.
Mr. Miller rated the GDC Landfill as acceptable

January 23, 1984

GDC appealed the January 3, 1984 revocation of its four (4) special waste dlsposal
permits.

January 24, 1984

A file memorandum was:completed by Mr. Hess diséﬁssxﬁg the attached inspection report
completed by Ecology & Environment, Inc. for the December 27 & 28, 1983 inspection of the
GDC Landfill. Of particuiar interest, the memorandum stated:

“The possibility that hazardous waste deposited at this site might migrate off site via the
natural groundwater flow is remote. However, once the facility is closed and the on-site
- water table is allowed to recover from this negative inflience, the question of hazardous
“waste migration via the groundwater route will have to be reassessed: Therefore, the
~adequacy of the site’s clay liner will have to be évaluated before the site is closed.

The source or sources of any contaminated groundwater found at or near this site
becomes a complex problem because there arve twelve (12) alleged or known hazardous
‘wasfe sites within a two (2} mile.radius. Five (5) of these sites border the perlmeter of
‘this landf 1.7 ' L

January 26,1984
A letter was issued to the Deputy Attomey General from ISBH regardmg the closure
requirements necessary of the GDC Landfill. Also the letter noted that GDC must amend the

construction plan penmt to avmd closure before reachmg approved fmal contours. [F ind this -
letter.] : : - : . . o
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February 8, 1984

A letter was issued to Mr Kyle from Mr, Karl J Klepltsch Jr., Cl:nef Waste
Management Branch, U.S. EPA Region V, regardmg Mr. Kyle’s October 7, 1983 request to
remove the GDC Landfill from RCRA Subtitle C regulation. Mr. Klepitsch stated that the GDC
Landfili was required to have a RCRA permit and could not be withdrawn from the system
noting, “RCRA regulations do not provide for waivers of closure or post-closure requirements
based upon the quantity of wastes handled.” Mr. Klepitsch noted that a recent inspection of ACS
revealed that thirty-three (33) shipments of FO05 hazardous waste were manifested to the GDC
Landfill in 1981 and, furthermore, several other shipments of FO05 hazardous waste occurred
between November 19, 1980 and early- 1981. Also, he asserted that classifying paint waste as
merely F005.hazardous waste might be incorrect due to heavy metal contamination. Lastly, EPA
learned that the ACS wastes were not always mixed with sand to eliminate the characteristic of
ignitability. Apparently, such mixing did not begin until late 1981 or early 1982. The letter
closes by stating, “...it is not in the public interest for Gary Development Landfill to be issued an
Interim Status Compliance Letter for continued hazardous waste operation.”

February 29, 1984

A memorandum from Ms. Cynthia Bachunas of Ecology & Environment, Inc. to Mr.
Hess noted that the review of the sampling data from the December 27 & 28, 1983 GDC Landﬁll
samplmg event was complete. : :

Apnl 17,1984

A file memorandum was issued by Mr, Hess regardmg the results of the December 27 &
28,1983 GDC Landﬁli sampling event. A portlon of the memorandum states:

“The organic and heavy metal confaminants found in the water _samples obtained from
the two (2) on-site monitoring wells are not attributed to this site or its buried hazardous
waste. The rational for this evaluation was drawn from the following on-site
observations of the site conditions:

1. Thetwo 2) momtormg wells are located outszde of the pzt s clay side-wall
lines and clay dike. ,
2. The water table elevation at the two wells and the surrounding area is

some 20 to 30 feet above the water table elevation of the landlfill.

3. The shallow groundwater at both wells is surmised to be flowing towards
the open depression near the center of the landfill.
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4. There are three (3) known hazardous waste areas upgradient of these
wells that are credited with their contamination. (The Grand Calumet
River is influencing well #1, and the City Service-and Conservatzon
: ,Chemtcal dzsposal sites are mﬂuencmg well #2) '

Thereﬁ)re these: two (2) monitoring - wells are cons:dered fo be upgradtent wells w1th
" contamination from other sources. :

The organic 'contaminants found in the “‘west ditch” sample are attributable to this site.

- Indiana State Board of Health site inspector-have noted the. dtscharge of site leachate to
this shallow surface water body. However, the heavy metal contamination of the ditch as
\indicated by the sample results is attributed to the Vulcan Material Plant s swface ’
Azmpoundment that lies less than 50 feet west of thzs dztch ™ :

July 26, 1934

A groundwater momtormg samplmg event was conducted at the GDC Landfill. [See July
24, 1985 entry.) :

; = August 29, 1984

: A formal admmlstratwe hearing was held for Cause No N-l46 regardmg the January 23,
1984 appeal by GDC of the revocation by ISBH of thelr four (4) special waste pemnssmn letters.

September 10 & 11, 1984

Another formal admunstratlve hearing was heId for Cause No. N-146 regarding the
January 23, 1984 appeal by GDC of the revocation by ISBH of their four (4) spec1al waste
permission letters.

Septem?ber 19, 1-984
An inspection of the GDC Landfill groundwater monitoring program was conducted by
Harding Lawson Associates for A.T. Kearney, Inc. as contracted by U. S EPA Region V. The
final report was issued on October 12, 1984. .
December 14, 1984

An Comprehensive Momtormg Evaluauon (“CME”) inspection was performed by
ERTEC for the GDC Landfill. The report noted the followmg

*A review of the.. checklzst shows that virtually every facet of RCRA-required
- groundwater monitoring is insufficient, inadequate, or completely Iackmg af this site.

56




. REFERENCE 22
i Page 57

Because of the magnitude of the problem, HLA [Harding Lawson Associates] did not list
every deficiency item noted on the check list on the list of major deficiencies. We feel that
the situation is covered by the general statements made on the list of deficiencies (i.c.,

 “...the existing geologic and hydrologic data [are] insufficient, ” and “...due to the
method of construction, the monitoring wells are inadequate for RCRA groundwater
monitoring,” efc.). T :

*Few of the documents required by RCRA have been compleled. These. include: the
- groundwater monitoring program, the groundwater sampling and analysis plan, and an

outline of the groundwater assessment program.

*Many of the groundwater quality parameters required by RCRA regulations have not
been established at the [GDC Landfill]. ' -

<The exisi‘ihg geologic —dnd igzdro}ogic data [aré] insuﬁz‘cieﬁt.

*Due to the method of construction, the monitoring wells are inadequate for RCRA
groundwater monitoring. The monitoring wells were installed in a hole which was
excavated by a backhoe and was then backfilled with sand around a scréen. Bentonite or
concrete seals were not installed: thus, the wells are subject to contamination from
surface [water]. One well (S) [the south well?] was completed utilizing a steel casing,
which-was observed to be completely rusted through at the surface. All four existing
wells contain bottom sediment, but since information concerning the original well depths
was not available, the efficacy of the well screens could not be determined. In the event
[the GDC Landfill] is required to do.RCRA monitoring, new wells will have to be
installed and properly completed in order to meet existing regulatory standards.

*Suitable water collection, sample preservation, and chain-of-custody and preparation
procedures have not been developed [nor] utilized. - - '

«Since existing ground elevations at the site were not available, conclusive information
concerning the direction of groundwater flow and hydraulic gradient could not be
determined at this time.. o

February 11, 1985

: The Division of Land Pollution'Control, ISBH received GDC’s operating permit renewal
application for the GDC Landfill. : -

March 15, 1985

Judge James M. Garrettson, Hearing Officer of the Indiana Environmental Management
Board, denied a petition to introduce newly discovered evidence by GDC for Canse No. N-146.
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March 18,1985

A letter was issued to Mr Hagen from Mr. Klepltsch formally requestmg GDC to submit
its Part B penmt application for the GDC Landﬁll ‘

March 29, 1985

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Jeffrey W. Stevens, Division of Land
Pollution Control, ISBH, regarding GDC’s failure to submit proof of financial assurance for
closure/post-closure or liability coverage pursuant to 320 IAC 4-7-1 through 4-7-36. -

April 1,1985

Judge Garrettson issued his Findings of Fact, Conclusmns of Law and Recorm:nended
Order for Cause No. N-146. [Fill in Findings and Recommendations]. B

Ju’dge Garrettson’s Conclusions of Law were:

1.

GDC was not in compliance wnh the Agreed Ordcr [Cause No. N-53], of
February 18, 1983;

GDC was not in comphance with its [Constructlon Permlt No SW-133], as

amended, of February 18, 1983

GDC was not in comphance ‘with its [Operatmg Permlt No. 45—2] as amended of

- February 18, 1983; and -

- GDC was not in compliance with operating standards on three (3) of four @)

inspections conducted between issuance of the Agreed Order, [Cause No. N-53],
on February 18, 1983, and the issuance of the four (4) demal letters on January 3,
1984. ,

Tudge Gan:ettson’s Recommended Order included: .

1.

2.

That the issuance of the four (4) denial letters on January 3, 1984, is affirmed; and

- That the Agreed Order [Cause No. N-53] of February 18, 1983, continues in effect

and that GDC may apply for permission to dispose of special waste pursuant to
that Agreed Order, subject to the following:

a. No spectal waste may be accepted at the GDC Landfill until GDC submits

the soil boring contemplated by Paragraph No. 7 of the Agreed Order _
[Cause No. N-53] of February 13,1984; - -
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b.  No special waste may be accepted at the GDC Landfill until GDC submits

as-built plans to the Respondent evidencing compliance with its amended
‘construction permit; : :

c. In the event that GDC requests special permission for the disposal of
~ - special waste from one of the sources listed in Paragraph No. 8(b) of the
- Agreed Order [Cause No, N-53], GDC shall submit with such request such
- evidence as it may possess as to the quality and quantity of such waste
_disposed of at the GDC Landfill from February 18; 1983; until the present,
“and an analysis.of the quality and quantity of such waste as is proposed for
disposal; and. '

d. Until such time as GDC develops promulgated standards for the disposal
of “special” waste, the burden of proof as to the issue of whether “special”
- waste from sources listed in Paragraph No. 8(b) of the Agreed Order ‘
[Cause No. N-53] has changed in quality or quantity, shall be on the
Respondent.

April 16, 1985

A letter was issued to Mr. Stevens and Ms. Schmidt of ISBH fiom Mr. Krebs regarding
correspondence issued to GDC by Mr. Stevens and Ms. Schmidt on March 29 and April 1, 1985,
respectively. Mr. Stevens’ letter requested proof of financial assurance for closure under 320
IAC 4-7. Ms. Schmidt’s letter requested that GDC submit a groundwater sampling and analysis
plan pursuant to 40 CFR 265. Mr. Krebs responded that the GDC Landfill is not a hazardous
waste landfill. . S :

May 1, 1985
" Letter issued to MI..KICbS from ISBH in response to April 16, 1985 correspondence.
June 17; 1985

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs. Ted Warner and Thomas
Russell of the Compliance Monitoring Section and Enforcement Section, ISBH, respectively.
During the inspection, Mr. Hagen admitted to accepting twenty-eight (28) to thirty-three (33)
loads of manifested paint studge from ACS in 1980 or 1981. Additionally, Mr. Hagen stated that
GDC accepted broken battery cases and neutralized calcium sulfate sludge from U.S.S. Lead.
Mr. Warner stated that he believed that the broken battery cases to be a characteristically-lead
(D008) hazardous waste. Mr. Hagen was only able to show Mr. Warner compliance with two (2)
aspects of the regulatory requirements for hazardous waste landfills: an artificial barrier and
ccontrol of entry. Mr. Warner observed the leachate collection pond and noted that it was
discolored. Mr. Hagen noted that the liquid within the leachate collection pond had never been
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sampled. Lastly, Mr. Hagen stated that the four (4) momtonng weIIs were sampled for only 330
TAC 4 parameters. . _

July 24, 1985

“'The results of the groundwater samples obtained durmg the July 26, 1984, sampling event
were submitted by Mr. Gregory A. Busch, Quality Assurance Officer; ISBH, to Ms. Schmidt.
The results noted that levels for chemical oxygen demand and total organic carbon are very high
in most of the samples, indicating organic chemical contamination. -Additionally, there were
twenty (20) violations of interim primary and secondary drmkmg water Ievels under the Safe
Drinking Water Act. :

Ju]y 30, 1985

A groundwater sampling event was conducted at the GDC Landﬁll Four (4) samples
were obtained. [See November 13, 1985 entry.] '

August 2, 1985

A letter was issued to Mr. Ronald E. Golden, Production Manager, U.S.S. Lead, from Mr.
Doyle requesting copies of hazardous waste rnamfests or other records for hazardous waste
shipped to the GDC Landfill

September 16,1985 -

A letter was 1ssued to Mr D.L. B]dwell Vlce-Premdent and General Manager, U.S. S
Lead, from Mr. Doyle responding to correspondence from U.S.S. Lead on August 14, 1985,
requesting clarification of the August 2, 1985 letter requesting information related to hazardous
waste shipments to the GDC Landfill. The letter from Mr. Doyle noted that the letter was not an
Order, but merely a request and that U.S.S. Lead need not reply to the letter as ISBH would
obtain the necessary information through other means.

October 22,1985
An enforeement referral was issued to Mr. Mmer from Mr Lamm due to GDC’s fa:llure
to obtain interim status and yet accept hazardous waste for disposal. . The referral noted that GDC
was in complete violation of 320 IAC 4 6 (40 CFR 265)
November 13,1985

“The results of the groundwater samples obtained during the July 30, 1985, samphng event
were submitted by Mr Busch to Ms. Schrmdt Mr. Busch noted there were twelve (12) '

60




REFERENCE 22
| Page 61

violations of interim primary and secondary drinking water levels under the Safe Drinking Water
Act. ' : : S _ .

November 15, 1985
. The EMB held a meeting to discuss the matters related to the GDC Landfill.
" December 16, 1985

- An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Messrs. Duane Leith, Engineering
Section, Division of Land Poltution Control, ISBH; Steve Schafer, and Richard T. Jones. The
individuals walked the site and observed numerous leachate leaks. - The west wall had several
small leachate leaks which drained info a flooded ditch between the GDC Landfill and Vulcan. .
The west wall was the wall under scrutiny for proper clay thickness.  Although Mr. Hagen
claimed to have approximately six (6) to ten (10) feet of clay, the soil borings [determine when
the soil borings were taken] through the west wall indicated only two and one-half (2.5) feet of
clay. Therefore, according to Mr. Jones, the soil boring conditions have not been met according
to the court order [determine which court order this is}. Additionally, Mr. Jones noted that the
monitoring well on the west side of the GDC Landfill was under water. Mr. Jones was also
concerned about runoff collected outside the north wall between the railroad tracks and the GDC
Landfill. Mr. Jones identified a drainage ditch that bisected the GDC Landfill. Apparently, the
collected runoff from the site. was pumped into the Grand CalumetRiver. A telephone
conversation between Mr. Leith and Mr. Joseph Kriger, Division of Water Pollution Control,
ISBH, on January 7, 1986, revealed that the GDC Landfill did not possessa NPDES permit. Mr.
Jones also noted that leachate from the eastern bank was rapidly flowing into the drainage ditch.
According to Mr. Jones, the clay utilized for daily cover was being obtained from the drainage
ditch, thus complicating the drainage problems. o L *

" February 25, 1986

A memorandum was issued to Mr. Miller from Mr. Leith discussing the review of GDC’s
operating permit renewal application submitted to ISBH on February 11, 1985. Mr. Leith noted
that approval of the permit renewal was not recommended due to frequent noncompliance and
deviations from the construction plans as approved by Agreed Order, Cause No. N-53, including:

L Six of the 28 inspections from August 10, 1982, to August 8, 1985, were rated as
unacceptable. The facility has not been substantially in compliance with 330 IAC
4-5-13, therefore, denial is required by 330 TAC 4-8-2(a). Sixty percent of the
inspections from the 1983 calendar year were rated unacceptable. This is greater
than the 40 percent unacceptable ratings allowed in paragraph 9 of the Agreed
.Order. ' S :
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Ttem 7 of the Agreed Order specifies soil borings and tests to be performed on the
site’s west section of the clay perimeter wall. The Order requires that four soil
borings be taken. The Order requires that five shelby tube samples be taken, but
only four were reported, one from edch boring. The information requested on the
split spoon samples has not been provided for borings B-1 through B-3.
Specifically, the record of blow counts and the log of observations, including any
irregularities or voids encountered, must be submitted.

This detailed information presented from boring B-4 does show that there is only
. "two.and one-half feet of clay at nine to 11 %-foot depth from the surface. Above
. -this is landfill and clay intermixed, and below the clay is sand. Page 12 of the’
... construction plans, received November 17, 1980, which the EMB approved, and. -

which the February 16, 1982, permzt renewal and subsequent order referred to
rdetazls the wall construction. - :

' Ihe w_all w‘as to have been 25-30 feet in-width keyed into the underlying claytoa™
depth of three feet and with a total depth of over 30 feet. The wall was to slant
.outward at the top or toward the property line on a one-to-one slope. A vertical
- boring through the wall under those conditions would encounter 25 feet of clay.
- The two and one-half foot thickness of clay encountered, shows that the wall
thickness is inadequate. It shows that the wall is not keyed into the underlymg
. clay at that point due to the occurrence of sand beneath the clay.

: Dramage swale A as shown on sheet 2 of the plans, has not been properly
- constructed. There is a low spot in this area in-which water ponds.

Leachate collection .components have not been instdlled as shown on sheets 3 and
8 of the plans, yet filling has progressed beyond the interim grading stage, shown
on sheet 3.

Leachate seeps, along the central low area and along the north area, are not
being controlled or stopped. This leachate flows directly into, or is washed by =~
- precipitation run-off, to the surface water collection pond from which it may be
pumped into the Grand Calumet River. There are leachate seeps along the west
wall near the water ponded in that area.

The vegetative cover has not been established as on page 12 of the Narrative.
The Jollowing points should also be considered:
The amount of clay available for wall construction and cover visually appears to

be inadequate. Calculations based on the renewal map received February 11,
1985, and on the proposed excavation depth of 37 feet, projected adequate
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volume of clay. A recent site visit casts doubt on the accuracy of the renewal map

- and on the practicality of excavating 37 feet in an area already plagued with
voluminous leachate flows; groundwater infiliration, and precipitation
accumulation. A survey is needed to closely determine the avea remaining for
excavation and to project a realistic excavation depth in order to verify the
adequacy of clay vqume

2. Groundwater samples taken on July 26, 1984, and on July 30, 1985, both exhibit
groundwater contamination. Levels of numerous parameters are above the
interim primary and secondary drinking water levels. .

‘March 13, 1986

A memorandum was issued to Mr. Miner from Mr. Kenneth Fenner, Chief, Water Quality
Branch, U.S. EPA Region V, regarding the possible illegal point-source discharge to the Grand
‘Calumet River by GDC. The memo referenced the December 16, 1985 mspectlon by
representative of ISBH. B

March 27, 1986

A letter was issued to Mr. Donald Larson, Chief, Compliance Section, Division of Water
Pollution Control, ISBH, from Mr. Michael Mikulka, Chief, Enforcement Unit IT, Water Quality
Branch, U.S. EPA Region V, regardmg an unpermrtted dlscharge from the GDC Landﬁll mto the
Grand Calumet River. ‘

Aprli 18,1986

, A file memorandum was issued by Mr. Timothy J. Miller, Geology Section, Division of

- Land Pollution Control, ISBH, regarding a review of the groundwater sampling results dated
November 6, 1985, and February 12, 1986. Mr. Miller noted that, since 1981, ‘GDC has failed to
sample for RCRA parameters, including National Primary Drinking Water Standards and the
four (4) indicators of groundwater quahty Mr. Miller noted that he has made an enforcement
referral to U.S. EPA Region V.

May 27, 1986
An inspection of the GDC Landfill was attempted at 9:00am by Mr Cleaton. The scale
manager informed Mr. Cleaton that Mr. Hagen was not available and would, most likely, be back

around 11:00am. Mr. Cleaton informed the scale manager that he would retarn at 2: OOpm and
expected Mr. Hagen to be present at thattime. - :
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Upon returning at 2:00pm, Mr. Cleaton was informed that Mr. Hagen was still at lunch.
- Mr. Cleaton provided two (2) copies of his business card to the scale manager and informed him
that he would conduct another inspection on June 18, 1986, at approximately 9:00am.

“May 30, 1986

A Complaint and Compliance Order (RCRA V—W-‘86-R-45) was issued to GDC by U.S,
EPA Region V. The Findings and Orders are listed below:

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V

) _
IN THE MATTER OF: } DOCKET NO. V-W-86-R-45
GARY DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC. ) COMPLAINT AND
479 NORTH CLINE AVENUE ) COMPLIANCE ORDER
P.0. BOX 6056 )
GARY, INDIANA 46406 )

)

- IND 077 005 916
. .PREAMBLE

This Complaint and Compliance Order is filed pursuant to Section 3008(a)(1) of the Solid Waste
Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 USC
§6928(a)(1), and the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s Consolidated Rules of
Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or
Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant is the Director of the Waste
Management Division, Region V, United States Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter
U.S. EPA). The Respondent is Gary Development Company, Inc., as owner and operator of
Gary Development Company, Inc.

This Complaint and Compliance Order is based on information available to U.S. EPA, including
the Respondent’s Part A of the RCRA Permit Application, dated November 1980; a U.S. EPA
contracted ground-water monitoring inspection report dated October 1984; and an inspection
report and correspondence from the Indiana State Board of Health (ISBH). Based on the review
of these documents, violations of applicable State and Federal regulations have been identified.

Pursuant to Section 3008(a}(1) of RCRA, 42 USC §6928(a)(1), and based on information
obtained from review of documents related to site hydrogeology, past inspections of the site, and
the Part A of the RCRA permit application, it has been determined that the Respondent is in
violation of Subtitle C of RCRA.
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Specifically, Respondent has been determined to be in violation of Sections 3004 and 3005, 42
USC §§6924 and 6925, U.S. EPA regulations at 40 CFR 270.1(b), 270.10(2), and the Indiana
Administrative Code (IAC), Ind. Rev. Stat. 1985, as amended, and regulations adopted by the
Indiana Environmental Management Board, including Title 320 IAC 4.1-38-1; 4.1-34-1 (a); 4.1-
20-1(a); 4.1-20-2; 4.1-20-3(a) through (); 4.1-20-4(a) through (f); 4.1-20-5; 4.1-22-24(a) and
(b); 4.1-16-4; 4.1-17-3(a) through (c); 4.1-18-2; 4.1-19-2(a)(1) and (5); 4.1-19-7; 4.1-19:4(b)(1)
and (2); 4.1-16-6(d); 4.1-16-6(b)(1); 4.1-16~5(c); and 4.1-21-3(a). .

JURISDICTION

Jurisdiction for this action is conferréd upon U.S. EPA by Section 2002(a)(1), 3006(b) iaﬁd
3008(a)(2) of RCRA; 42 USC §§6912(a)(1), 6926(b) and 6928(a)(2), respectively.

On August 18, 1982, the State of Indiana was granted Phase I Interim Authorization by the
Administrator of U.S. EPA pursuant to Section 3006(b) of RCRA, 42 USC §6926(b), to
administer a hazardous waste program in lieu of the Federal program. See 47 Federal Register
3953. As aresult, facilities in Indiana qualifying for interim status under 40 CFR.270.70 are
regulated under the Indiana provisions found at 320 IAC 4.1, et seq., rather than the Federal _
regulations set forth at 40 CFR Part 265, Section 3008(a}(2) of RCRA, 42 USC §6928(a)(2),. -
provides that U.S. EPA may enforce State regulations in those States authorized to administer a
hazardous waste program. Notice to the State pursuant to this section has been provided by U.S.

FINDINGS

1. Respondent owns and operates a hazardous waste management facility named Gary
Development Company, Inc., located at 479 North Cline Avenue, Gary, Indiana 46406.
Respondent is an Indiana Corporation whose registered agent in Indiana is CT
Corporation System, 1 North Capitol Avenue, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.

2. Section 3010 of RCRA, 42 USC §6930, requires any person who generates or transports
hazardous waste, or who owns or operates a facility for the treatment, storage, or disposal
of hazardous waste to notify U.S. EPA of such activity within ninety (90) days of the
promulgation of regulations under Section 3001 of RCRA, 42 USC §6921. Section 3010
of RCRA also provides that no hazardous waste subject to U.S. EPA regulation may be
transported, treated, stored, or disposed of unless the required notification has been given.

3. U.S. EPA published regulations concerning the generation, transportation, and treatment,
storage or disposal of hazardous waste on May 19, 1980.  These regulations are codified
at 40 CFR Parts 260 through 265. Notification to U.S. EPA of hazardous waste handling
was required in most instances no later than Angust 18, 1980. :
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Section 3005 of RCRA, 42 USC §6925, requires U.S. EPA to publish regulations

requiring each person owning or operating a hazardous waste treatment, storage, or

- disposal facility to obtain a RCRA Permit. Such regulations were published on May 19,
-'1980, and are codified at 40 CFR Parts 124, 270-and271. The regulations require

persons who treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste to submit Part A of the pernut

- application in most instances no later than November 19, 1980.

Section 3005(e) of the Act provides that an owner or operator of a facility is authorized to
operate a hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal facility pending final
administrative disposition of a permit application provided that: (1) the facility was in
existence on November 19, 1980; (2) the requirements of Section 3010(a) of the Act
concerning notification of hazardous waste activity have been complied with; and (3)
application for a permit has been made. This statutory authority to operate is known as
interim status. U.S. EPA regulatlons unplementmg these prov1swns are found at 40 CFR ;
Part 270. _ . ‘

_Respondent did not file a timely notification of its hazardous waste activity to 1.S. EPA,
by submission of EPA Form 8700-12, as required by Section 3010(a) of RCRA, 42 USC
§6930(a). On September 10, 1980, which is 23 days after the August 18, 1980, deadline
for submission of this notification, the Vice-President of the facility called U.S. EPA to
request a copy of the form, which he admitied had not been sent to U.S. EPA. To date,
no notification form from Respondent is on file at UJ.S. EPA. :

On November 18, 1980, Part A of the RCRA permit application was submitted by
Respondent as required by Section 3005(a) of RCRA, 42 USC §6925(a), and 40 CFR
270.1(b). The Part A permit application identifies the hazardous waste management
process as disposal in a Iandfill (DSO) and identifies the owner and the operator as Gary
Development Company, Inc.

Interim status has never been achieved by Respondent because the facility failed to notify
- by August 18, 1980. : '

Part A of Respondent’s RCRA permit application lists the following hazardous wastes
. handled by the facility: :

‘a. ~  F006 - wastewater treatment sludges from electroplating operations (320 IAC 4.1-
6-2);

‘b. . K087 - decanter tank tar sludge from coking operations (320 IAC 4.1-6-3); and

c. F003 and FO05 - two separate lists of specified, spent, non-halogenated solvents
and still bottoms from the recovery of those solvents (320 IAC 4.1-6-2).
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Pursuant to Title 329 Indiana Administrative Code (FAC) 4.1-10-2, generators of

a.

- hazardous waste in Indiana must submit to the Technical Secretary of the Indiana
- Environmental Management Board (EMB) biennial reports which specify to whom their
-hazardous waste have been sent in the preceding calendar year. These reports must be
- certified as true by the generators under penalty of law. -

EMB has received certified annuai reports pursuant to 320 TAC 4.1-10-2 from at |
least two generators who report that they sent hazardous wastes to Respondent in

- the calendar year 1981. These generators are Indiana Harbor Works, U.S. EPA

LD. No. IND 005 462 601, and American Chemical Service, U.S. EPA L.D. No.
IND 016 360 265.

Between December 5, 1980, and Novemb'er 16, 1981, American Chemical Service

- delivered at least 37 manifested shipments of “flammable liquid paint sludge” to
Respondent for disposal. American Chemical Service used hazardous waste

number F005 to describe the waste. F005 refers to specific non-halogenated
solvents and still bottoms. Each shipment consisted of one (1) tank containing
2,750 gallons. '

U.S. EPA correspondent with Respondent’s IfonheAr attorney, Mr. Kyle, dated
February 8, 1984, states that a review of the process generating wastes at
American chemical Service was undertaken. The conclusion reached was that any

- . of the following hazardous waste types handled at the American Chemical Service

facility might be present in wastes disposed of at Respondent’s landfill:

. () Hazardous wastes listed at 320 TAC 4.1-6-2:

(A)  FOOI - listed spent halogenated solvents used in degreasing;

- (B)  FO002 - listed spent halogenated solvents and still bottoms;
(C)  FOO03 - listed spent non-halogenated solvents and still bottoms;
(D)  FO05 - listed spent non-halogenated solvents and still bottoms;

(i) D001 - Hazardous wastes exhibiting the characteristic of ignitability noted

at 320 IAC 4.1-5-2(b); and
(i) Hazardous wastes listed at 320 IAC 4.1-6-4(0):

(A) U002 - acetone

(B U031 -1 - butanol

(C) U112 - acetic acid, ethyl ester
(D) U147 -2,5 - furandione

(E)  Ul54 - methanol
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d. -During an ISBH inspection June 17, 1985, a representative of the facility, Mr
Hagen, stated that Respondent had accepted neutralized acid and broken battery
casings delivered by U.S.S. Lead Refinery, Inc. (IND 047.030 226). Such wastes
are possibly hazardous due to the characteristics of corrosivity (D002) and high
concentrations of lead (D008) (320 IAC 4.1-5-3(b) and 4.1-5-5 respectively). This
is asserted in an ISBH memorandum dates July 29, 1985.

In a March 18, 1985 letter, U.S. EPA requested Respondent to submit Part B of its

+ -application for a RCRA permit pursuant to 40 CFR 270. i(b). To date, nelther U.S. EPA

nor ISBH has received the Part B ﬁom Respondent.-

Respondent did not submit a Part B permit apphcatzon, nor certify compliance with

~-applicable RCRA groundwater monitoring and financial requirements by November §,
- 1985. Section 3005(e}(2) of RCRA and 40 CFR Part 265 required such permit

application and a certification from owners and operators of land disposal facilities in

-existence on November 19, 1980, in order to continue to operate after November 8, 1985.

Therefore, Respondent is precluded from accepting any additional hazardous waste and
must close its facility. -

Harding Lawson Associates, contracted by U.S. EPA, performed a grdundwater

monitoring inspection at Respondent’s facility on September 19, 1984. That inspection

. determined that Respondent’s groundwater monitoring program and monitoring well

system did not meet RCRA regulations. The following: v101at10ns of IAC were identified:

a. _F ailure to implement a groundwater monitoring program capable of determining
the facility’s impact on the quality of groundwater in the uppermost aquifer
underlying the facility (320 IAC 4.1-20-1(a)) by:

1) Installing monitoring wells (at least one) hydraulically upgradient from the
limit of the waste management area (320 IAC 4.1-20-2(a)(1));

(1) Installing monitoring wells (atrieast three) hydraulically downgradient at
the limit of the waste management area (320 IAC 4.1-20-2(a)(2));

(i)  Ensuring that upgradient wells yield groundwater:

(A)  Representative of background groundwater quality in the
uppermost aquifer near the facility (320 IAC 4.1-20-2(a)(1)(i)); and

(B)  Thatis not affected by the facility (320 IAC 4.1-20-2(a)(1)(ii));

b. Failure to install wells in a manner that maintains the integrity of the monitoring
well boreholes (320 IAC 4.1-20-2(c));
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 Failure to develop, follow, and keep at the facility a groundwater samp]mg and
analysis plan including procedures and techniques for; -

(i) . Sample coilection;

(i)  Sample preservation and shipment;

(1ii)  Analytical procedures; and

(iv)  Chain-of-Custody control (320 IAC 4.1-20-3(a));

- Failure to test groundwater quarterly for one year to establish background

- concentrations of specified parameters in samples obtamed ﬁ‘om momtonng wells

(320 IAC 4.1-20-3(b) and {c)); these parameters are: -

i) Those characterizing the suitability of groundwater asa drinking water
. supply (320 IAC 4.1-20-3(b)(1)) and (320 IAC 4.1-32-3);

(ii)  Those establishing groundwater quality (320 IAC 4.1-20-3(b)(2)); and

(iii) | Those used as indicators of groundwater contamination (320 1AC 4.1-20-
3(b)3));

Failure to obtain for the indicator parameters four replicate measurements of each
sample collected from upgradient wells to determine initial background arithmetic
mean and variance by pooling replicate measurements for specified parameters
during the first year of monitoring (320 1AC 4. 1-20-3(c));

Failure to obtain and analyze groundwater samples for parameters on an annual or
semiannual schedule (320 IAC 4. 1-20-3(d));

- Failure to determine and record the elevation of the groundwater surface each time
a sample is obtained (320 IAC 4.1-20-3(e));

Failure to evaluate groundwater surface elevations annually to determine whether
monitoring wells are properly located (320 IAC 4.1-20-4(f));

- Failure to prepare an outline of a more comprehensive groundwater quality
assessment program as required (320 IAC 4.1-20-4(a));

Failure to comply with 320 JAC 4.1-20-4(b) through (d), statistically evaluating
~any changes in parameters in downgradlent wells compared to those in the
upgradient wells. - :

Failure to keep records of the analyses required in 329 IAC 4.3-20-3(c) and (d)
and 320 IAC 4.1-20-5, associated groundwater surface elevations, and the

69




14.

15.

REFERENCE 22
Page 70 .

statistical calculations and evaluations required in 320 IAC 4.1-20-4(b)
throughout the active life of the facility (320 IAC 4.9-20-5(a)(1)); .

Failure to report specified groundwater monitoring information to the Technical
Secretary and Regional Admmstrator as reqmred by 320IAC4. 1-20—5(a)(2) and
40 CFR 265.94(a)(2).

In a letter dated May 5, 1985, ISBH notified Respondent of violations of financial

. assurance requirements discovered during a records review on March 26, 1985.. No
hazardous waste facility certificates of liability. insurance have been received at ISBH as

required by 320 IAC 4.1-22-24(a) and (b). Respondent has not yet achieved compliance
with these requirements.

An inspection performed by ISBH on June 17, 1985, found the followmg violations at
Respondent’s facility:

a.

No general waste analyses were on file for hazardous wastes received, as required

by 329 IAC 4.1-16-4(a).

No general waste analysis plan was on file, as required by 320 JAC 4.1-1 6-4(a).

" No functional internal communications system was found (320 TAC 4.1-17-3(a))

nor were telephones or.two-way radio systems immediately available to summon
emergency assistance, as required by 320 IAC 4.1-17-3(b).

Functional emergency equipment was not found, as required by 320 IAC 4.1-17-
3(c) and (d). _ .

A contingency plan, as required by 320 IAC 4.1-18-2, was not found on file.

Apparent violations of the manifesting procedures found at 320 IAC 4.1-1 9-

~2(a)(1) and (5) were observed. Unmanifested wastes were accepted without

filling out forms required at 320 IAC 4.1-19-7.,

‘Records were not available indicating the description and quantity of waste
received or the dates wastes were received and disposed of, as required by 320

TAC 4.1-19-4(b)(1).

Records were not available indicating disposal locations or quantities of each
hazardous waste placed at those locations within the facility, as required by 320

TAC 4.1-19-4(b)X2).
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- .1. .- Inspectionlogs indicating dates times and 1nspectlons were not kept as required
by 320 IAC 4.1-16-6(d).

1. Inspections of emergency equipment and security devices were not conducied, as
' requlred by 320 IAC 4.1- 16—6(b)(1) -

k. “Danger signs were not posted as required by 320 IAC 4.1-16-5(c).

16. On March 29, 1985, ISBH sent a letter to Respondent notifying the facility of lack of
compliance with requirements as follows: '

a.  No proof of financial assurance for closure/post-closure had been submitted, as
required by 320 IAC 4. 1-22-5 through 4.1-22-12 and 320 IAC 4.1-22-14 through
" 4,1-22-23. _ )
- b. - No proof of liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden accidental occurrences

‘had been submitted, as required by 320 IAC 4.1-22-24,

17. - ISBH received an 1nadequate response from Respondent on Apnl 16, 1985 regarding the
: k_-deﬁ01enc1es stated in Finding 16 above

ORDER -
Respondent having been initially determined to be in violation of Section 3004 and 3005 of

RCRA and those portions of 320 IAC 4.1 specified above, the following Compliance Order
pursuant to Sectlon 3008(a)(i) of RCRA 42 USC §6928(a)(1), is entered.

A Resp_o_ndent shall, wnhm thirty (30) days of this Order becommg final:

1. .Prepare and submit a closure plan and post-closure plan to the Indiana Department
- of Environmental Management (IDEM), with a copy to Complainant, in
accordance with 320 IAC 4.1-21 and 4.1-21 and 4.1-28 which will result in
~ closure of the facility. These plans shall describe activities which will:

a. Minimize the need for further maintenance (320 IAC 4-2 1-2(a)); and

b . Control, minimize, or eliminate post-closure escape of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents to the environment (320 IAC 4.1-21-2(b)).

- The plans must describe activities which will meet the requirements for Jandfill

closure and post-closure care (320 IAC 4.1-28-4), indicate how they will be
achieved, schedule the total time required to closure the facility (320 IAC 4.1-21-
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3(a)(4)) and describe continued post-closure ma:mtenance and monitoring for a
minimum of thirty (30) years after the date of complefing closure.

- Submit to IDEM, with a copy to Complainant:

a. A written cost estimate for closure of the facility in accordance with the
closure plan, as required by 320 IAC 4.1-22-3(a);

b.. A written estimate of the annual cost of post-closure monitoring and
maintenance of the facility in accordance with the applicable post-closure
regulations at 320 IAC 4.1-22-13(a);

c.  Evidence of financial assurance for both closure and post-closure care of
the facility as specified at 320 IAC 4.1-22-4, 4.1-22-14 and 4.1-22-23;

- d. Evidence of financial responsibility for bodily injury and property damage
to third parties caused by sudden accidental occurrences arising from
operation of the facﬂlty, as required by 320 IAC 4, 1-22-24(a) and

e. Ewdence of financial responsibility for bodily injury and property damage
to third parties caused by non-sudden accidental occurrences arising from
operation of the facility, a requirement stated at 320 IAC 4.1-22-24(b).

Respondent shall, within thirty (30) days of this Order becoming final, submit to
U.S. EPA and IDEM for approval, a plan and implementation schedule (not to
exceed 120 days) for a groundwater quality assessment program to be put into
effect at Respondent’s landfill. This program must be capable of determining
whether any plume of contamination has entered the groundwater from the
landfill, and if so, the rate and extent of migration and the concentrations of
‘hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents in the groundwater as stated at
320 IAC 4.1-20-4(a). the plan must specify: :

i. Methodology which will be used to investigate site-specific geology and
subsurface hydrology at Respondent’s landfill in order to yield:

a. A determmatlon of the thickness and a real extent of the uppermost
aquifer at the site and any interconnections which may exist

between it and lower aqu1fers

b, Agquifer hydraulic properties determined ﬁ'om hthologlc samples,
slug tests, or pumping tests;
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[V A site water-table contour map from which groundwater flow
direction and gradient can be determined; and

d. Identification of regional and local areas of recharge and discharge
of groundwater. o

Proposed location, depth, and construction specifications for each
monitoring well. The proposed well system must consist of monitoring
wells placed in the nppermost aquifer and in each underlying aquifer
which is hydraulically interconnected such that:

a. At least one background monitoring well is installed hydraulically

' - upgradient (i.e., in the direction of increasing static head) from the
limit of the waste management aréa. The number of wells, their
locations, and depths must be sufficient to yield groundwater
samples that are: C

'(i) Represeﬁtative of background groundwater quality in the
uppermost aquifer and all aquifers hydraulically
- interconnected beneath the landfill; and

(i)  Not affected by the landfill itself.

b. At least three monitoring wells are iristalled hydraulically
- downgradient (i.e., in the direction of decreasing static head) at the
limit of the waste management area. Their number, locations and
depths must ensure that they immediately detect any statistically
significant amounts of hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents that migrate from the waste management area.

Monitoring wells must be cased in a manner that maintains the integrity of
the monitoring well borehole. This casing must be screened or perforated
and packed with gravel or sand where necessary to enable sample
collection at depths were appropriate aquifer flow zones exist. The
annular space (i.e., the space between the borehole and well casing) above
the sampling depth must be sealed with a suitable material (e.g., cement
grout or bentonite slurry) to prevent contamination of samples and the

- groundwater.

The hazardous wastes (defined at 320 IAC 4.1-3-3) and hazardous waste
constituents (defined at 320 IAC 4.1-1-7 and listed at 320 IAC 4.1-5-5 and
4.1-6-8) which will be analyzed for in groundwater samples and the basis
for selection of those specific constituents (e.g., information stated on
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manifests of hazardous wastes accepted for disposal at Respondent’s
landfill, information available from general waste analyses kept at the
landfill, etc.);
4 A sample collection plan that contains the following:
a. A detailed description of sample-collection procedures;
‘, b. Recording of groundwater elevations at each sampling;
c. Written pfocedures for sample preservation and shipment of
groundwater samples that address each constituent for which
groundwater is being analyzed to ensure accurate laboratory

results;

4. A written record énd plan showing chain-of-custody control for
samples from the tie of collection until analyses are performed;

- €. A written description of analytical procedures to be used by
laboratories to analyze the groundwater samples; and

f A written schedule for collection of samples.

5. Proceduzes for evaluating analytical results to establish the presence or
absence of any plume of contamination that may be found and schedules
for reporting such results to U.S. EPA and IDEM.

Respondent shali:

1. Implement the closure plan, after it has been approved by IDEM, as
- required by 320 IAC 4.1-21-4(a); and

2. JImplement the post-closﬁre plan, as approved by IDEM.

Respondent shall implement the groundwater quality assessment program, as
approved by Complainant and IDEM, within 120 days of the approved date.

Respondent shall, within fifteen (15) days after carrying out the plan for a
groundwater quality assessment program, submit to the Technical Secretary of the
IDEM and to the U.S. EPA a written report containing the results of the
groundwater quality assessment.
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F. Respondent shall, within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Order, post “Danger”
signs in accordance with 320 IAC 4.1-26-5(c).

-G Respondent shall continue the current practice of not accepting hazardous waste
for disposal.

The Respondent shall notify U.S. EPA in writing upon achieving compliance with
 this Order and any part thereof. This notification shall be submitted not later than

forty-five (45) days after this Order becomes final to the U.S. EPA, Region V,

RCRA Enforcement Section, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604.

. Notwithstanding any other provision of this Order, an enforcement action may be
brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA, 42 USC §6973, or any other

_applicable statutory authority, should U.S. EPA find that the handling, storage,
treatment, transportation, or disposal of solid hazardous waste at the facility may
present an imminent and substantial endangerment to human health or the
environment.

ASSESSMENT OF PENALTY

Based upon the violations cited herein, and pursuant to Section 3008(g) of RCRA, 42 USC
§6928(g), U.S. EPA assesses a penalty of ONE HUNDRED SEVENTEEN THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($117,000) against the Respondent. The proposed penalty has been set at the
indicated level based upon an analysis of the seriousness of the violations cited herein and the -
conduct of the Respondent. Payment shall be submitted within sixty (60) days of entry of this
Order in the form of a certified or cashier’s check made payable to the Treasury of the United
States of America, and shall be remitted to U.S. EPA, P.O. Box 70753, Chicago, Hlinois 60637.
Copies of the transmittal of payment shall be sent to both the Regional Hearing Clerk, Planning
and Management Division, and the Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch Secretary,
Office at Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604.

Failure to comply with any requirement of the above Compliance Order shall submit Respondent -
to liability for a civil penalty of not more than $25,000 per day for each day of such violation, as
provided in Section 3008(c) of RCRA, 42 USC §6928(c).

NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING

The above-named Respondent has the right to request a hearing to contest any material factual
allegation set forth in the Complaint and Compliance Order or the appropriateness of any

proposed compliance schedule or penalty. Unless said Respondent has requested a hearing in
writing not later than thirty (30) days from the date this Complaint is served, Respondent may be
found in default of the above Complaint and Compliance Order. -
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To avoid a finding of default by the Regional Administrator, you must file a written answer to
this Complaint with the Regional Hearing Clerk, Planning and Management Division, U.S. EPA,
Region V, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Hlinois 60604, within thirty (30) days of your
receipt of this notice. A copy of your answer and any subsequent documents filed in this action
should also be sent to Marc M. Radell, Assistant Regional Counsel, at the same address. Failure
to answer within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Complaint may result in a finding by the
Regional Administrator that the entire amount of penalty sought in the Complaint is due and
payable and subject to the interest and penalty provisions contained in the Federal Claims
Collection act of 1966, 31 U.S.C. §§3701 et seq. -

Your answer should clearly and directly admit, deny, or explain each of the factual allegations of
which you have knowledge. Said answer should contain: (1) a definite statement of the facts
which constitute the grounds of defense, and (2) a concise statement of the facts which you
intend to place at issue. The denial of any material fact or the ra1s1ng of any affirmative defense
shall be construed as a request for a hearing. :

The Consolidated Rules of Practice Govefning the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation of Suspension of Permit, 40 CFR Part 22, are applicable to this
administrative action. A copy of these Rules is enclosed with this Complaint.

SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

Whether or not you request a hearing, you may confer informally with U.S. EPA concerning (1) .
whether the alleged violations in fact occurred as set forth above; (2) the appropriaténess of the

~ compliance schedule; and (3) the appropriateness of any penalty assessment in relation to the size

of your business, the gravity of the violations, and the effect of the penalty on your ability to
continue in business. :

You may request an informal settlement conference at any time by contacting Mr. Jonathan

Cooper at telephone number (312) 886-4464; however, any such request will not effect the 30-

day time limit for responding with an answer to this Complaint and Compliance Order. U.S.

EPA encourages all parties to pursue the possibilities of settlement through informal conferences.

DATED this 30th day of May, 1986

Basil G. Constantelos, Director

Waste Management Division
Complainant

U.S. Environmental Protectlon Agency
Region V . :

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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I bereby certify that I have caused copies of the foregoing Complaint and Compliance Order to be
served upon the persons designated below on the date below, by causing said copies to be
deposited in the U.S. Mail, First Class and certified return receipt requested, postage prepaid, at
Chicago, Illinois in envelopes addressed to:

CT Corporation System, Registered Agent for Mr. Larry Hagen, Vice President
Gary Development Company, Inc. Gary Development Company, Inc.
1 North Capitol Avenue ' 479 North Cline Avenue -
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204 ‘ : Gary, Indiana 46406

I have further caused the original of the Complaint and Compliance Order, ard this Certificate of
Service to be served in the office of the Regional Hearing Clerk located in the Planning and
Management Division, U.S. EPA, Region V at 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Illinois
60604, on the date below.

These are said persons’ last address known to the subscriber.
Dated this 30th day of May 1986.

Jean Sharp, for _
Secretary, Hazardous Waste Enforcement Branch

June 5, 1986

A file memorandum was issued by Mr. Schafer regarding an administrative hearing
‘conducted on the GDC Landfill. Mr Schafer noted, among other things, that his testimony
reviewed more recent violations of not applying a clay-type soil for daily cover, and stockpiling
demolition wastes, “grinding fluff,” and foundry sand instead of applying cover to these wastes.
Mr. Hagen testified, according to Mr. Schafer, that GDC applies a daily cover with a mixture of
clay and foundry sand and “grinding fluff” is used for traction material. He also testified that
they do pump stormwater into the Grand Calumet River. Mr. Schafer noted that two questions
were brought up during the hearing: (1) could the water on-site be classified as leachate without
analytical testing, and (2) was the amount of clay in the cover material measured.

June 18, 1986
M. Cleaton attempted to conduct an inspection of the GDC Landfill at 9:15am. Mr.
Cleaton was informed that Mr. Hagen was not at work yet. Mr, Cleaton informed the scale
manager that he was rather upset that Mr. Hagen could not keep his appointments and would be
referring this matter to the EPA. Mr. Cleaton noted that he would be retiring on July 14, 1986.

July 29, 1986
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-~ Mr. Warner issued a memorandum to the GDC file. [Find this memorandum.]
August 22, 1986

Mr. Warner attempted to conduct an inspection of the GDC Landfill. Mr. Hagen was not
present, but, according to the gate operator, was expected later in the day. Mr. Wamer
telephoned Mr. Hagen later the same day and was informed that nothing had changed at the GDC
Landfill from the date of the last inspection. Furthermore, Mr. Hagen stated that he had not
attempted to meet any applicable RCRA or 321 IAC 4.1 regulation. However, Mr. Hagen did
reveal that he had engaged in discussions with EPA representatives in an attempt to resolve the
matter. '

September 20, 1986

Judge Garrettson issued his Recommended Findings, Conclusion, and an Order for the
matter between GDC and IDEM in Cause No. N-146.

October 20, 1986

A letier was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Miller requesting that his monthly Special
Waste Reports be sent to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (“1IDEM”),
rather than the ISBH. '

April 20, 1987

A Preliminary Review Report was completed by Ms. Cindy Deal as a part of the RCRA
Facility Assessment for the GDC Landfill.

May 19, 1987

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Mr. Miller regarding Mr. Hagen’s verbal request
to utilize wastewater treatment studge or sludge-type products for soil conditioners. The letter
noted that the Land Application Branch of the Office of Water Management would need to
approve of such use before any application could occur.

June 15, 1987

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Leith in order to determine its
current elevations, remaining fill area, and remaining borrow area. Mr. Leith noted that the north
central portion of the GDC Landfill was close to the previously approved final contours with no
significant overfilling. The remaining fill arca was noted as approximately eight and one-half
(8.5) acres in the center of the GDC Landfill. Mr. Leith observed a small arca at the extreme
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north central part of the GDC Landﬁl} that could be filled by consiruchng a clay wall to control
leachate.

. The remaining fill volume was estimated to be five hundred and eighty thousand five
hundred and fifty-five (580,555} cubic yards, which could retain four hundred and sixty-four
thousand four hundred and forty-four (464,444) cubic yards of solid waste, if twenty (20) percent
of the volume is taken up by daily cover.

Numerous large leachate seeps were observed draining into the low areas in the central
and north central parts of the GDC Landfill. Some of the consolidated ash previously landfilled
in the eastern portion of the GDC Landfill had been recently excavated and appeared to have
been used as daily cover or for purposes of improving the mobility of equipment across the solid
waste.

August 27, 1987

' An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted by Mr. Warner and Mr. Jonathon
Cooper, Geologist, U.S. EPA Region V. Mr. Hagen and Mr. Terry R. West, Ph.D., P.E., GDC’s
engineering and geological consultant, represented GDC during the inspection. During this
particular inspection, Mr. Hagen informed Mr. Warner that the only “waste shipments”
transported to the GDC Landfill were the shipments from ACS, manifested as F005. However,
Mr. Hagen argued that those shipments were not hazardous waste, per Mr. James Tarpo,

- President of ACS. Additionally, Mr. Hagen changed his story regarding the broken battery cases
and neutralized calcium sulfate sludge from U.S.S. Lead. He informed Mr. Warner that such
waste was never transported to the GDC Landfill. [See June 17, 1985 entry.]

September 9, 10 & 11, 1987

A formal hearing was held regarding EPA’s Complaint and Compliance Order, Cause
No. V-W-86-R-45.

September 15, 1987
Mr. Hagen informed Mr. Dean J. Nygard of the Site Investigation Section, Office of
Environmental Response, IDEM, that he did not have the authority to conduct the Visual Site
Inspection component of the RCRA Facility Assessment Mr. Hagen stated that he was acting on
the advice of his attorney, Mr. Krebs.
March 17, 1988
A Landfill Erosion and Sedimentation Review Worksheet was compiled by Mr. Ed

Carns, Supervisor, Lake County Soil & Water Conservation District, for the GDC Landfill.
Accompanying Mr. Carns were M. Larry Olsterholz, Non-Ag Erosion Control Specialist; Mr.

79




' REFERENCE 23
| Page 80 -

Roger Nanney, District Conservationist, Soil Conservation Service; and Mr. Schafer. The
Worksheet noted areas of erosion, but not off-site sedimentation.

April 28, 1988
_ Mr. Warner inspected the GDC Landfll.
November 15, 1988

~ A Landfill Erosion and Sedimentation Review Worksheet was compiled by Mr. Harry
Molchan, Supervisor, Lake County Soil & Water Conservation District, for the GDC Landfill.
Accompanying Mr. Molchan were Messrs. Olsterholz, Nanney, and Schafer. The Worksheet
noted areas of erosion and off-site sedimentation.

December 2, 1988

A letter was issued to Mr, Hagen from Mr. Palin stating that new solid waste regulations
would be coming info effect on December 10, 1988. Further, the letter noted that existing solid
waste landfills were being evaluated for their acceptability as certified special waste landfills.
The letter stated that, pursuant to 329 IAC 2-21-3(d), GDC was being notified that it was not
authorized to accept unlimited quantities of special waste pursuant to 329 IAC 2-21-13. Any -
approvals, therefore, would need to be approved by the Commissioner on a case-by-case basis.

May 13, 1989
A fire at the GDC Landfill was reported by Mr. Novak to Mr. Schafer at 2:30pm.
Allegedly, the fire occurred when residue from the East Chicago Sanitary District grinder caught
fire. This residue was being used as daily cover at the GDC Landfill. Mr. Schafer and Mr. Rick
Reynolds, Office of Air Management, responded to the fire.
May 18, 1989
A Landfill Erosion and Sedimentation Review Worksheet was compiled by Mr. Molchan
for the GDC Landfill. Accompanying Mr. Molchan were Messrs. Olsterholz, Nanney, and -
Schafer. The Worksheet noted areas of erosion and off-site sedimentation.
June 31, 1989
The GDC Landfill ceased operation.

August 29, 1989
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A letter was issued to Commissioner Kathy Prosser and Mr. Palin from Mr. Krebs
regarding a variance from the new solid waste regulations (329 IAC 2) adopted in August of
1988. Specifically, GDC wanted a variance from 329 IAC 2, including, but not limited to, the
closure and post-closure provisions (329 IAC 2-12-1, 2-12-3, 2-14, 2-15-1-8, and 2-25-2) to
allow the GDC Landfill to continue to accept solid waste for disposal in the unfilled area only
under the regulations existing prior to September 1, 1988. GDC requested the variance for one
(1) year, per IC 13-7-7-6.

The letter also noted that the GDC Landfill was operating under the conditions of Agreed
Order, Cause No. N-53, as adopted on February 28, 1983 by the EMB. This settlement had
allowed GDC’s construction and operating permit to each last for a period of two (2) years from
the effective date of March 1, 1983. GDC noted that it had filed an application for the renewal of
. its operating permit before March 1, 1985, but had not received any notification from IDEM
regarding its acceptance nor denial.

October 19, 1989

A letter was issued to Mr. Hagen from Ms. Schmidt regarding an adequate groundwater
monitoring system at the GDC Landfill. Mr. Hagen had previously called Mr. Gefell on
September 11, 1989 to inquire about this information. The letter enclosed a copy of EPA’s
Technical Enforcement Guidance Document (“TEGD”) and also noted that IDEM required no
less than one (1) upgradient well and three (3) downgradient wells for RCRA solid and

‘hazardous waste facilities. .

27
STATE OF INDIANA ) BEFORE THE INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF
) SS: ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT AND
COUNTY OF MARION ) INDIANA SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT
- | BOARD

IN RE:

GARY DEVELOPMENT COMPANY,
INC.’s PETITION FOR VARIANCE
UNDER 1.C. 13-7-7-6.

CAUSE NO.

A S

REQUEST FOR HEARING

The Petitioner Gary Development Company, Inc., by counsel, hereby requests a hearing
on its Petition for Variance, stating as follows:
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1. On August 29, 1989, Gary filed with the Commissioner’s Office of the IDEM a
Petition for Variance from the new Indiana Solid Waste Regulations adopted
originally in August 1988 (329 IAC 2), including, but not limited to, the closure
and post-closure provisions (329 JAC 2-12-1, 2-12-3, 2-14. 2-15-1-8 and 2-25-2),

- and to allow Gary to continue to accept for one year non-hazardous solid waste for
- landfill disposal in an unfilled area under the regulations exist:ng prior to
September 1, 1988.

2. On August 29, 1989, Gary notified the IDEM’s Commissioner that it was
suspending the acceptance of solid waste for landfilling effective August 31,
1989, even though landfilling capac1ty with an estxmated }ongev1ty of less than
twelve months remained.

3. The remaining fill area had been under dispute and was addressed in an Indiana
Environmental Management Board Settlement Agreement in Cause No. N-53
approved on February 28, 1983.

4. On September 30, 1986, the Presiding Officer for the JEMB concluded after
- conducting an evidentiary hearing in Cause No. N-146 that Gary had submitted
the necessary soil borings from its west wall. These are required by the 1983
Settlement Agreement to determine whether the wall complied with the
specifications agreed to in paragraph 7(b) of the Settlement Agreement. Thus,
pursuant to Section 7(d) of the Settlement Agreement, Gary may construct
“further portions of the clay perimeter wall around the site.”

5. The reasons supportmg the variance from the new SWMB regulanons include
' - that:

(a)  Filling the remaining area with municipal solid waste to the elevation
approved in the construction permit and to a contour appropriate and
consistent with the surrounding areas would be environmentally beneficial,
and

(b)  Applying the new regulations would create an undue hardship because of
the very short remaining life of the facility.

WHEREFORE, Gary Development Company, Inc., by counsel, requests a hearing on its
Petition for Variance made pursuant to 1.C. 13-7-7-6.

PARR, RICHEY, OBREMSKEY & MORTON

Attorneys for Petitioner, Gary
Development Company, Inc.
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By

Warrén D. Krebs

Neovember 9, 1989

A memorandum was issued to Mr. Tom Newby, Office of Legal Counsel, from Mr.
Gefell regarding GDC’s request for a variance to the new post-closure regulations. [See August
29, 1989 entry.] Mr. Gefell believed that the GDC Landfill would need to comply with a number
of minimum hydrogeological requirements before being granted any variance. A portion of Mr.
Gefell’s comments are noted, verbatim, below:

I

They [GDC] must secure a source of capping material that meets IDEM hydraulic
(recompacted) and compaction property requirements and provide proof of
money set aside to complete the capping, contouring, and drainage.

GDC must install a groundwater monitoring well system (mws) that meets IDEM
 installation specifications and adequately defines groundwater contamination by

said facility. According to 329 IAC 2-16-1, all existing sanitary landfills must
have a monitoring well system that meets the requirements of the Commissioner

" on or before [September 1, 1989). We would advise the Commissioner that the

minimum four [4] wells (one [1] upgradient and three {3} downgradient) could

- not adequately define groundwater contamination by the 62 acre GDC Landfill.

This site needs more than the minimum number of wells because of the size of the
source area (62 acres) and the compounded problem of radial groundwater flow
probably emanating and dispersing contaminants in all directions from the
mounded landfill. This site needs a minimum (and we stress minimum) of ten
[10] monitoring locations; nine {91 with nested two-well clusters and one [1]
groundwater table piezometer. Each cluster would have a shallow screened well
to detect floater” contaminants on the groundwater table and a deeper screened
well to detect ‘sinkers’ in the uppermost aquifer, in this case the upper 30 to 40
Jeet of surficial sandy beach and dune soil. A minimum of seven [7) of these well
clusters should be around the mounded landfill, concentrating on the southern
Alanks close to the Grand Calumet River. Two [2] clusters would be positioned

- upgradient from the landfill (presumably north but must be accurately determined

by GDC before wells are installed), in a line perpendicular to the direction of
groundwater flow (probably north to south, but must be determined by GDC).

- These clusters should be set several hundred feet apart beyond the zone of

groundwater contamination from the GDC Landfill (greater than 600 f1 if

~ possible). The upgradient wells will be located on off-site property, probably

along the Indiana Toll Road Connector or other State property. Mr. John Crist of
the Indiana Toll Road said it was likely the wells could be located along the
Connector right-of-way. Groundwater samples from these upgradient wells

- should adequately characterize the ‘background’ water chemistry. The
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groundwater table piezometer would form a triangle with the two [2] upgradient
clusters 1o keep track of flow direction variations. The piezometer is not a
sampling well.

GDC would be skirting the required hydrogeologic study and groundwater
- assessment because of time and money restrictions. Consequently, for these and
other pre-eminent reasons, we cannot guarantee that ten [10] wells would be
adequate but we can say that it would be very difficult for GDC to prove to us that
-anything less is adequate. However, depending on their financial status, we may
bargain for two [2] upgradient well clusters and five [5] clusters around the
mounded landfill.

December 14, 1989

A Landfill Erosion and Sedimentation Rev1ew Worksheet was complled by Mr. Molchan
for the GDC Landfill. - Accompanying Mr. Molchan were Messrs. Nanney and Schafer. The
Worksheet noted areas of erosion and off-site sedlmentatlon The Worksheet was issued to Mr.
Hagen by Mr. Olsterholz.

January 23, 1990
. An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted ..at 12:00pm by Mr. Schafer. Mr.
Schafer noted three (3) violations, including faulty daily cover (329 IAC 2-14-12), lack of final
cover (329 IAC 2-14-19), and on-site leachate (329 IAC 2-14-21).
February 20, 1990

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 10:25am by Mr. Schafer. Mr.
Schafer noted three (3) violations, including faulty daily cover (329 IAC 2-14-12), lack of final
cover (329 IAC 2-14-19), and on-site leachate (329 IAC 2-14-21).

April 2, 1990

An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 12:45am by Messrs. Schafer and
Miller. Mr. Schafer noted four (4) violations, including faulty daily cover (329 IAC 2-14-12),
lack of finat cover (329 IAC 2-14-19), on-site leachate (329 IAC 2-14-21), and poor gradmg and
stabilization (329 IAC 2-14-18).

May 24, 1990
Four (4) water samples were obtained from the monitoring wells at the GDC Land#fill.

June 8, 1990
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_ Mr. Warner conducted an inspection of the GDC Landfill. Mr. Hagen was not present
during the inspection. Mr. Warner was able to speak with Mr. Hagen via telephone after the
inspection. He stated that he was buying clay and initiating the construction of a cap for the
landfill. Also, Mr. Hagen noted that a lien was placed on the property due to nonpayment for the
clay.

August 1, 1990

A complaint inspection of the GDC Landfill was performed at 6:30pm by Mr, Michael
Kuss, Office of Water Management. Mr. Kuss noted that the GDC Landfill was rated as
unacceptable. Water was observed being pumped from a large pond located on the far north side
of the via a flexible hose into a spillway leading to the Grand Calumet River. Mr. Bud Martin,
the GDC Landfill night watchman, appeared to answer Mr. Kuss’ questions in an evasive manner
and also managed to turn off the pump that was transferring water from the large pond into the
- Grand Calumet River. [Find this inspection report ] ' '

%fek

Three (3) water samples were obtained from the monitoring wells at the GDC Landfill.
October 18, 1990

The following is a copy of Emergency Order, Cause No. B-1 357, signed by
Commissioner Kathy Prosser on October 16, 1990, and issued to GDC on October 18, 1990.
This Emergency Order was based upon an inspection of the GDC Landfill on August 1, 1990, by
Office of Water Management inspector Mr. Michael Kuss. '

STATE OF INDIANA ) BEFORE THE INDIANA DEPARTMENT
. ) SS: OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
COUNTY OF MARION )

COMMISSIONER OF THE DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT,

Complainant,
CAUSE NO. B-1357
V. :

GARY DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, INC.,,

i i T N N

Respondent.
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EMERGENCY ORDER OF THE COMMISSIONER

TO: Mr William M. Nanini, President C.T. Corporation, Resident Agent

Gary Development Company, Inc. - Gary Development Company, Inc.
2727 West Club Drive 1 North Capitol
Tuscon, Arizona 87541 Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

Follows is the Emergency Order of the Commissioner of the Department of
Environmental Management issued against Gary Development Company, Inc. for violation of the
Water Pollution Control Act.. This Emergency Order is issued pursuant to IC 13-7 and IC 4-21.5-
4 and is based on an investigation which revealed a threat o the environment and potential health
condition. During this investigation, it was determined that Gary Development Company, Inc.
was in violation of 327 IAC 5. This rule states, in part, that a point source discharge of pollutants
to waters of the State without a valid NPDES Permit is prohibited. Such a discharge is also a
violation of IC 13-1-3, and the Environmental Management Act (IC 13-7).

I. FINDINGS OF FACT

1.. Complainant is the. Commissioner of the Indiana Department of Environmental
Management (also referred to as Commissioner).

2. Complainant has Jurlsdlcnon over the Respondent and the subject matter of this
action,

3. Respondent Gary Development Company, Inc. owns a sanitary Iandﬁll located in
Gary, Indiana.

4. . Complainant conducted an inspection of Respondent’s facility on August 1, 1990.
“The inspection revealed that Respondent was discharging leachate water from
their facility to receiving waters named the Grand Calumet River.

5. Respondent does not have an NPDES Permit that authorizes point source
discharges from the above named facility.

6. Complainant alleges that as a result of untreated leachate flowing from
Respondent’s sanitary landfill, a threat to the aquatic environment of the Grand
Catumet River and human health exists.

il. ORDER

WHEREFORE, it is now ORDERED that upon receipt of this Emergency Order,
Respondent shali:
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1. Respondent shall immediately cease the discharge of leachate into waters of the
State.

2. Respondent shall apply for an NPDES Permit within sixty (60) days of the
effective date of this Order.

3. This Emergency Order is effective upon issuance, except that;
as A party affected by this Emergency Order may request a hearing under IC

. 4-21.5-4-4 by submitting a written request to the Commissioner at the
aforementioned address.

b. Upon a request by a party for a hearing, the agency shall, as quickly as

: practicable, set the matter for an evidentiary hearing and an administrative
law judge shall determine whether this Emergency Order should be
voided, terminated, modified, stayed, or continued,

c. This Emergency Order expires ninety (90) days from the date of issuance
and is subject to renewal under IC 4-21,5-4-5.

Dated at Indianapolis, Indiana, this 16th day of October.
- | November 9, 1990
Three (3) samples were obtained from the monitoring wells at the GDC Landfill.
December 13, 1990
~ An inspection of the GDC Landfill was conducted at 1:30pm by Mr. Schafer. Mr.
Schafer noted three (3) violations, including faulty daily cover (329 IAC 2-14-12), lack of final
cover (329 IAC 2-14-19), and on-site leachate (329 IAC 2-14-21). Mr. Schafer noted that the
entrance road had been cut for the purpose of installing a culvert, thus allowing the water ponded
between the GDC Landfill and Vulcan to be drained, presumably, into the Grand Calumet River.
January 22, 1991
A subpoena was issued to Mr. Palin from Judge Anita W. Ruppert to appear and testify

on January 29, 1991 at 11:00am regarding the Emergency Order, Cause No. B-1357 (90-W-J-
428), issued to GDC on October 18, 1990. ' '

March 7, 1991

An inspection was conducted at the GDC Landfill.
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April 16, 1991

A follow-up inspection of the GDC Landfill was performed by Mr. Kuss. [Find more
information on this inspection.]

April 26,1991

- NOTICE OF FILING OF RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT/CONCLUSIONS
' . OF LAW AND ORDER OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

You are hereby notified that on the 26 day of April, 1991, 1, as Presiding Officer in the
above cause, have presented to and have filed with the Technical Secretary of the Water
Pollution Control Board the complete record of the proceedings heretofore held before me on the
above cause including Recommended Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, other than the
transcript of the oral testimony, together with my Recommended Order.

A copy of said Recommended Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and
Recommended Order is enclosed and made a part of this notice.

You are further notified, as provided by IC 4-21.5-3-29(d)(2) that any interested and
affected person may, within fifteen (15) days after receipt of notice file with the Technical
Secretary of the Water Pollution Control Board, 5th Floor, Department of Environmental
Management, 105 South Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Indlana 46225, objections to the entry of
such Order.

Copies of such objections shall also be filed with the Presiding Officer and with all other
parties or counsel of record.

If objections are ﬁled responsive pleadings shail be filed Wlth the Techmcal Secretary by
all other parties within ten (10) days of receipt of objections, with copies to the Pre&dmg Officer
and with all other parties or counsel of record. .

Dated at Indianapolis, Indiana, this 26 day of April, 1991.

May 13,1991

IDEM’s OBJECTIONS TO THE RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

Comes now the Complainant, by counsel, and objects to the following
RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER OF THE
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE filed in this cause on April 26, 1991:
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1. Findings of Fact numbered 26 where the Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) found

that the report of soil borings performed by ATEC Associates demonstrated the
permeability to be within required parameters.

2. Conclusion of Law numbered 1 to the extent that the ALJ found that Respondent
invoked the jurisdiction of the Solid Waste Management Board in this proceeding,

3. Conclusion of Law numbered 6.
4. Conclusion of Law numbered 8 where the ALJ found that the soil boring report

submitted by Respondent in 1985 demonstrate an acceptable level of
impermeability according to the terms of the Agreed Order in Cause No. N-52.

- 5. Conclusion of Law numbered 9 where the ALJ found that Respondent is entitled
. to a hearing on its Petition for Variance. ' '

6. Order numbered 3 where the ALJ found that Respondent may at any time
commence construction of the remaining portion of the clay perimeter in
accordance with the terms of the Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53.

7. Order numbered 4 where the ALJ granted Respondent’s request for a hearing and
assigned the matter as Cause No. 91-S-J-488 entitled “In the Matter of: Reguest
for Variance from Closure and Post-Closure Rules, Gary Development Company,
In c-!! .

'Each Finding of Fact, Conclusion of Law, or Order challenged above violates one or
more of the following legal requirements in that it is:

(A)  Arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of discretion, or contrary to law;

(B)  Contrary to constitutional right, poﬁver, privilege, and immunity;

© In excess of statutory jurisdiction, anthority, or limitations;

(D)  Without ebservance of procedure required by law; or

(E)  Unsupported by substantial evidence.

WHEREFORE, Complainant requests the Watér Poliution Control Boérd to modify the

Recommended F indings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order of the Administrative Law Judge
by deleting therefrom those paragraphs which have been set forth and challerged above.

-Respectfully submitted: = -
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

- Thereby certify that a copy of these objections was served upon Counsel for the
Respondent by U.S. first class mail this 13th day of May 1991, addressed as follows:

Warren D. Krebs, Esq.

1600 Market Tower

Ten West Market Street
Indianapolis, IN 46204-2970

A copy of these objections has also been served upon each of the following offices within

-IDEM: Office of Hearings; Office of Water Management; and Office of Solid and Hazardous
Waste Management.

October XX, 1991

PETITION FOR HEARING
ON ISSUANCE OF EMERGENCY ORDER

- The .ReSpondént Gary Development Company, Inc. (hereinafter called “GDC”), pursuant
to Indiana Code 13-7-12-1(d) petitions for and requests a hearing under Indiana Code 4-21.5-4-4
regarding the Commissioner’s Emergency Order with dates of October 16 and October 18, 1990.

GDC’s appeal includes, but is not limited to, contestmg the following issues in the Emergency
Order:

I 'The Complainant did not observe leachate discharging from GDC’s facility into
the Grand Calumet River on August 1, 1990.

2. Any surface water alleged to be discharging from GDC’s facility does not
constitute a “point source discharge of poliutants to waters of the state.”

3. The surface waters on GDC’s site do not constitute leachate, and the Complainant
on August 1, 1990, never collected and analyzed surface waters to determine
whether such on-site water contained materials removed from solid waste
necessary to classify it as “leachate,”

4. Complainant on August 1, 1990, did not sample and analyze the water of the State
of Indiana known as the Grand Calumet River near GDC’s facility, and thus, there

exists no threat of pollution in the mixing zone to the aquatic environment of the
Grand Calumet River or to human health.
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WHEREFORE, the Respondent Gary Development Company, Inc., petitions for a
hearing regarding the Emergency Order of the Commissioner and regarding all issues raised in
this Petition, and requests that the Emergency Order be voided.

December XX, 1991

RECOMMENDED FINDINGS OF FACT. CONCLUSION OF LAW
AND OTHER OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

1. . The Commissioner of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management
(IDEM) is the Complainant in this cause and has jurisdiction over the Respondent
and the subject matter of this also has the legal
authority to issue emergency -
2. The Respondent is Gary Development (Gary) and owns
a sanitary landfill located in Gary, Indiana.
3. On August 1, 1990, an inspector with the conducted an on-site
investigation of Gary’s landfill property in allegations that
water was being discharged from the landfill property and ;
Calumet River. '

4. IDEM’s inspector observed a 2-5 acre pond far north side of Gary’s

property whose elevations was approximately feet below that of
the landfill. | |
5., A watchman employed by Gary advised ' that recent heavy
- . rains had made it necessary to discharge water to bring in
truckloads of clay in order to prevent of the landfill from the washing
away of topsoil.

6. IDEM’s inspector heard a pump running and observed water being pumped from
the pond via a flexible hose which ran south into a 4" PVC pipe which was buried
for most of its length. The PVC pipe emptied into a spillway which allowed the
water to flow to a small ditch along railroad tracks and the ditch in turn entered
the Grand Calumet River. ' S

7. | Gary’s watchman refused to provide any further details about the discharge and
ran to turn off the pump while IDEM’s inspector followed the discharge line the
other way.

8. As the pump was being shut off, the flow of water from the discharge end of the
pipe was reduced to a trickle and the inspector observed a large volume of ponded
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water just below the end of the dlscharge pipe and a burned out area of vegetatlon
further on towards the ditch. :

The inspector did not take any samples of either the pond or the discharged water
and none have sine been taken.

Gary does not have a NPDES permit for discharging into the Grand Calumet
River.

On October 1, 1990, the IDEM issued an Emergency Order of the Commissioner
(Order) to Gary based, in whole, on the August 1, 1990 inspection report.

The Order alleged that Gary was discharging leachate water from their facility to
the Grand Calumet River without the benefit of a NPDES permit. '

The Order also alleges that the discharge of untreated leachate threatens the
aquatic environment of the Grand Calumet River and human health.

As aresult of IDEM’s findings, Gary was ordered to immediately cease the

discharge of leachate into state waters and to apply for a NPDES permit within
sixty (60) days of the Order.

Gary timely filed its appeal of the Order, thereby initiating this action.

On April 14, 1980, Gary entered into an Agreed Order in Cause No B-406, which
the Stream Pollution Control Board approved on May 20, 1980. The Agreed
Order required Gary to cease discharge of water from its landfill to the Grand
Calumet River or other waters of the state except in conformity with a NPDES
perm1t

The April 14, 1980, Agreed Order operated as a provisional operating permit and
required Gary fo apply for a renewal no later than ninety (90) days pnor tothe
expiration date of the Agreed Order.

The Indiana Environmental Management Board (IEMB) received Gary’s

application for renewal on November 17, 1980. On February 16, 1982, IEMB
granted Gary a renewal of Operating Permit No. 45-2, with nine conditions
attached. Condition No. 5 prohibited Gary from discharging water from the site to
the Grand Calumet River or other waters for the state, except in conform1ty with
an approved NPDES permit.

Gary filed a petition for hearing, contesting the nnposmon of the nine conditions,
including Condition No. 5.
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Thereafter, Gary and IEMB reached a settlement on Gary’s appeal under Cause
No. N-53, and their Settlement Agreement and Recommended Agreed Order was
approved and adopted by the Indiana Enwronmentai Management Board on
February 18, 1983,

Paragraph No. 3 of the Agreed Order deleted in its entirety the contested
Condition No. 5, thereby eliminating the requirement for a NPDES permit.

The Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53 provided that Gary’s operating permit
should last for a period of two (2) years from its effective date of March 1, 1983.

 Prior to the end of this pe_riod, Gary submitted an application for renewal of its

operating permit, but no decision has been issued thereon.

' The 2-5 acre pond from which water was being discharged on August 1, 1990, is

located in a portion of the landfill which remains unfilled and below the approved
site elevation.

This northern section remains unfilled because under the terms of the Agreed
Order in Cause No. N-53, Gary, prior to filling it, was required to take four 4)
soil borings from the site’s west wall. If these test results showed the permeability
of the clay wall to be 5.0 x 10"® centimeters per second or less, ten construction of
the remaining portion of the clay perimeter walls could proceed and filling

 Commence:

In November 1985, Gary submitted to IDEM a report of soil borings performed by

ATEC Associates, the results of which demonstrated the permeability to be within.
the parameters of the Agreed Order. However, IDEM has not yet responded to the
submission of this report.

. The difference in the elevations of Gary’s filled and unfilled sites contributes

significantly to the ponding of water in the unfilled area.

On August 29, 1989, Gary filed with the IDEM a Notice of Suspending
Operations and a Petition for Variance under IC 13-7-7-6. The notice also
advised the IDEM of its failure to respond to both the 1985 soil boring results and
the 1985 permit renewal application. In addition, Gary informed IDEM of the
continued existence of the unfilled area which remains below the approved site
elevation,

On December 11, 1989, Gary filed a Requést for Hearing on its Petition for

Variance. As with the soil boring report and operating permit renewal
application, IDEM has never ruled on Gary’s request for a hearing,
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Gary has invoked the jurisdiction of the Solid Waste Management Board, as well
as the Water Pollution Control Board, through its affirmative defenses raised in
this proceedmg

The February 18, 1983, Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53 is still in effect due to
IDEM’s failure to rule on Gary’s operating permit renewal application.

327 1AC 5-2-2 requires a NPDES permit for . any dJseha:rge of pollutants into
water of the state as a point source discharge...’ :

There is not sufficient evidence to support IDEM’s contention that the water
- discharge contained leachate. -

However, the proximity of the pond to land-filled areas, plus the burned-out
vegetation near the mouth of the pipe, supports the mference that the dlseharge
water contains one or more pollutants.

. Since the terms of the Agreed Order under Cause No. N-53 explicitly deleted the
- requirement for a NPDES permit, no chemical analysis or other observations

. sufficiently support IDEM’s conclusion that the discharged water contained
leachate, the IDEM has unreasonably delayed ruling on Gary’s operating permit
renewal application, the Emergency Order dated October 18, 1990, was not an
appropriate vehicle for resolution of the discharge problem.

- Nonetheless, there is sufficient evidence to support IDEM’s position that Gary
must obtain an NPDES permit for its point source discharge. '

The'soil boring report submitted by Gary in 1985 demonstrates an acceptable level
of impermeability according to the terms contained in the Cause No. N-53 Agreed
Order.

Gary is entitled to a hearing on its Petition for Variance, as it previously requested
on December 11, 1989.

ORDER

Gary shall immediately cease discharging any water off-site until it obta.ms a valid
NPDES pemut
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‘2. IDEM shall rule on Gary’s NPDES application within sixty (60) days of receiving

1t.

3. Gary may at any time commence construction of the remaining portion of the clay
perimeter in accordance with the terms of the Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53.

4. Gary’s Request for Hearing submitted on December 11, 1989, is granted, the
' same having been assigned Cause No. 91-S-J-488 and entitled “In the Matter of:
" Request for Variance From Closure and Post-Closure Rules, Gary Development
Company, Inc.” Anita W. Ruppert shall be the Presiding Administrative Law
Judge assigned to said cause. ' '

December 17, 1991

A file memorandum was issued by Mr. John P. Naddy, Site Investigation Section, Office
of Environmental Response regarding a review of the Focused Site Inspection Prioritization
Review conducted by Ecology & Environment, Inc. Mr. Naddy recommended that the site.
merits further remedial action and suggested a low priority site inspection.

February 4, 1992
Mir. Thomas W. Mateer, Acting Chief, Superfund Program Management Branch, EPA

Region V, issued CERCLA 104(e) and RCRA 3007 Request for Information Letters to the
following entities:

i. Mr. Franks, Inc. 201 West 155th Street South Holland, Illinois 60473

2. Strand Trucking, Inc. 13642 Kenton Crestwood, Ilinois 60445

3. CWM of Indiana 4636 Adams Center Road  Fort Wayne, Indiana 46806

4, Ashiand Chemical 6428 Joliet Road Countryside, Illinois 60525

5. Kankakee Industrial Disposal 1360-90 East Locust Kankakee, Illinois 60901

6. Rozema Industrial Wastes 2900 Peachridge Walfer, Michigan 49504

7..  ABC Services, Inc.. 5910 49th Street Kenosha, Wisconsin 53142
February 18, 1992

An inspection was conducted at the GDC Landfill by Messrs. Jack Brunner and Rick
Hersemann and Ms. Judy Wagner of PRC Environmental Management, Inc. Numerous
violations were identified. - - :

April 9, 1992
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Mr. Joe Kawecki, Superfund Program Management Branch, EPA Region V, inspected the
GDC Landfill. He was accompanied by another unidentified inspector. Mr. Kawecki videotaped
what he thought to be drums located at the north end of the GDC Landfill.

April 30,1992

Mr. Schafer telephoned Mr. Kawecki to discuss the alleged burial of drums at the GDC
Landfill. Earlier, Mr. Kawecki videotaped what he thought to be several drums, in the process of
being buried, located at the north end of the GDC Landfill. Mr. Kawecki noted that his
inspection of the GDC Landfill on April 9, 1992, identified five (5) empty drums that once held
hydraulic oil for use in the backhoe.

July 31,1992

Mr. Schafer mspected the GDC Landfill. Specifically, Mr Schafer was evaluating the
compliant by Mr. Hagen that Vulcan Materials, now known as AMG Resources, Inc. (“AMG”),
was dumping waste that was contaminating their groundwater monitoring wells. Mr. Schafer
walked the property line between the GDC Landfill and AMG and identified piles of a reddish
steel scale and miscellaneous metal cans. The scrap metal was in contact wita the standing water
trapped between the two properties. Mr. Schafer noted that the water probably had some degree
of contamination.

February 12, 1993

A Motion for Continuance was filed by IDEM in the Matter of Objections to the Denial
of Closure Rules Variance for the GDC Landfill, Cause No. 92-8-1-744.

- August 19, 1993

ORDER REQUESTING STATUS REPORT

On April 26th, 1991, a Recommended Order was issued in the above-captioned cause.
AsThave yet to receive a Final Order disposing of this matter, the following order is being
issued. A copy of the final order dlsposmg of this matter will substitute for the requested Status
Report.

You are hereby ordered to file with the Presiding Officer, on or before December 1, 1993,
a Status Report containing the following information:

1. Appearances of counsel (if not already filed).

2. A statement, subject to later amendment, sufficiently specific to apprise the
Presiding Officer of the basic issues of fact and Iaw of the cause of action.
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3. Any presently contemplated or pending preiiminary motions

4, A statement as to all discovery whlch has been undertaken, including dates filed
and dates of response.

5. A statement as to all discovery which is contemplated, and a tentative schedule

therefore. :
6. The status of settlement negotiations, including:

a. = dates of previous settlement negotiations,

b agreed facts or issues of law,
¢.  astatement as to all existing disputed issues of fact and law,
- d. an assessment of the possibilities of settlement including a time frame for
continued negotiations,

7. A proposed timetable for furiher procéedings in the case.

The parties are directed to confer with respect to all items listed above and to submit a
joint statement thereto. If agreement cannot be reached on any time, separate statements may be
submitted.

Dated this 19th day of August 1993.

March 23, 1994

FINAL ORDER OF THE WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

TO:

On March 9, 1994, the Water Pollution Control Board entered an Order modifying the
Recommended Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order of the Administrative Law
Judge, issued on April 26, 1991. The following Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law, and
Order, is hereby entered as the Final Order of the Water Pollution Control Board in the above
captioned cause.

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. The Commissioner of the Indiana Department of Environmental Management
(IDEM) is the Complainant in this cause and has jurisdiction over the Respondent
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and the subject matter of this action. The IDEM also has the legal authority to

. issue emergency orders under IC 4-21.5-4.

The Respondent is Gary Development Company, Inc (Gary) and owns a samtary

. landfill located in Gary, Indiana.

On August 1, 1990, an inspector with the IDEM conducted an on-site _
investigation of Gary’s Landfill property in response to allegations that water was
being discharged from the landfill property to the Grand Calumet River.

IDEM’s inspector observed a 2-5 acre pond on the far north side of Gary’s
property whose elevation was approxunately 20 to 30 feet below that of the
landfill.

A watchman employed by Gary advised the inspector that recent heavy rains had
made it necessary to discharge excess water and to bring in truckloads of clay in
order to prevent exposure of the landfill from the washmg away of topsoil.

IDEM’s inspector heard a pump running and observed water bemg pumped from
the pond via a flexible hose which ran south into a 4" PVC pipe which was buried
for most of its length. The PVC pipe emptied into a spillway which allowed the

‘water to flow to a small ditch along railroad tracks and the ditch in turn entered
. the Grant Calumet River.

Gary’s watchman refused to provide any further details about the discharge and
ran to turn off the pump while IDEM’s inspector followed the discharge line the
other way.

As the pump was being shut off, the flow of water from the discharge end of the
pipe was reduced to a trickle and the inspector observed a large volume of ponded
water just below the end of the discharge pipe and a burned out area of vegetat::on
further on towards the ditch.

The inspector did not take ény samples of either the pond or the discharge water
and none have since been taken.

Gary does not have a NPDES permit for discharging into the Grand Calumet

River.

On October 18, 1990, the IDEM issued an Emergency Order of the Commissioner
(Order) to Gary based, in whole, on August 1, 1990, inspection report.
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The Order alleged that Gary was mscharglng leachate water from their fac:111ty to
the Grand Calumet River without the benefit of a NPDES permit.

The Order also alleges that the discharge of untreated leachate threatens the
aquatic environment of the Grand Calumet River and human health

As aresult of IDEM’s findings, Gary was ordered to immediately cease the
discharge of leachate into state water and to apply for a NPDES permit within
sixty (60) days of the Order.

Gary timely filed its appeal of the Order, thereby initiating this action.

On April 14, 1980, Gary entered into an Agreed Order in Cause No. B-406, which
the Stream Pollution Control Board approved on May 20, 1980. - The Agreed

- Order required Gary to cease discharge of water from its landfill to the Grand

Calumet River or other waters of the state exeept in conformity with a NPDES
permit.

The Aprit 14, 1980, Agreed Order operated as a provisional operating permit and
required Gary to apply for a renewal no later than mnety (90) days prior to the
expiration date of the Agreed Order.

The Indiana Environmental Management Board (IEMB) received Gary’s
application for renewal on November 17, 1980. On February 16, 1992, IEMB
granted Gary a Renewal of Operating Permit No. 45-2, with nine conditions
attached. Condition No. 5 prohibited Gary from discharging water from the site to
the Grand Calumet River or other waters of the state, except in conformity with an
approved NPDES permit.

Gary filed a petition for hearing, contestmg the imposition of the nine conditions,
including Condition No. 5, : :

Thereafter Gary and IEMB reached a settlement on Gary’s appeal under Cause

-No. N-53, and their Settlement Agreement and Recommended Agreed Order was

approved and adopted by the Indiana Environmental Management Board on
February 18, 1983.

Paragraph No. 3 of this Agreed Order deleted in its entirety the contested
Condition No. 5, thereby eliminating the requirement for a NPDES permit.

The Agreed Order in Cause No. N-53 provided that Gary’s operating permit
should last for a period of two years from its effective date of March 1, 1983.
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Prior to the end of this period, Gary submitted an application for renewal of its
operating permit, but no decision has been issued thereon.

- The 2-5 acre pond from which water was being discharged on August 1, 1990, is

located in a portion of the landfill which remains unfilled and below the approved
site elevation.

~ This northern section remains unfilled because under the terms of the Agreed -

Order in Cause No. N-53, Gary, prior to filling it, was required to take four soil
borings from the site’s west wall. If these test results showed the permeability of
the clay wall to be 5.0 x 10" centimeters per second or less, then construction of
the remaining portion of the clay perimeter walls could proceed and filling

- commence.

- The difference in the elevatiehs,of Gary'’s filled and unfilled sites contributes

significantly to the ponding of water in the unfilled area.

' On August 29, 1989, Gary filed with the IDEM a Notice of Suspending
- Operations and Petition for Variance under IC 13-7-7-6. The notice also advised

the IDEM of its failure to respond to both the 1985 soil boring results and the
1985 permit renewal application. In addition, Gary informed IDEM of the
continued existence of the unfilied area whlch remains below the approved site
elevation. '

On December 11,1989, Gary filed a Request for Hearing on its Petition for

Variance. As with the soil boring report and operating permit renewal
application, IDEM has never filed on Gary’s request for a hearing.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

The February 18, 1983, Agreed Order, in Cause No. N-53 is still in effect due to

IDEM’s failure to rule on Gary’s operating permit renewal application,

327 1AC 5-2-2 requires a NPDES permit for “...any dlscharge of pollutants into
- waters of the state as a point source discharge...”

There is not sufficient evidence to support IDEM’s contention that the water
discharged contained leachate.

However, the proximity of the pond to land-filled areas, plus the burned-out

vegetation near the mouth of the pipe, supports the inference that the discharged
water contains one or more pollutants.
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5. Since the terms of the Agreed Order under Cause No. N-53 explicitly deleted the
requirements for a NPDES permit, no chemical analysis of other observations
sufficiently support IDEM’s conclusion that the discharge water contained
leachate, the Emergency Order dated October 18, 1990, was not an approptiate
vehicle for resolution of the discharge problem.

6. Nonetheless, there is sufficient evident to support IDEM’s position that Gary must
obtain an NPDES permit for its point source discharge _

ORDER

1. Gary shall immediately cease discharge any water off-site until it obtains a valid
NPDES permit.

2. IDEM shall rule on Gary’s NPDES application within sixty (60) days of receiving
it.

The Modified Findings of Facts, Conclusions of Law, and Order are hereby approved and
entered as the Final Order of the Water Pollution Conirol Board. Pursuant to IC 4-21.5-5-5,a
petition for judicial review is timely only if it is filed within thirty (30) days after the date that
notice of the agency action, that is the subject of the petition for judicial review, was served.

Dated at Indianapolis, Indiana this 23rd day of March 1994.
October 19, 1994

A letter was issued to Mr. Michael G. Lopez, President, Actin, Inc., P.O. Box 518, 1102
East Columbia Drive, East Chicago, Indiana, 46312, from Mr. Wersan regarding an earlier
request to dispose of rubber waste from a recent fire at the Rubber Materials Handling Company
at the GDC Landfill. The letter noted that the GDC Landfill was closed and would need to re-
open in order to accept such wastes.

May 19, 1995
A letter was issued to Mr. Lopez from Mr. Wersan regarding an earlier request to dispose
of tire chips as an alternative daily cover at the GDC Landfill. The letter stated that shredded

tires were considered a solid waste and that it must be managed as such if accepted for land
disposal. ' '
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@ GEORGIA-PACIFIC CORPORATION

INDUSTRIAL TISSUE DIVISION
- GECONG PLACE & WAITE BTREET * GARY, INDIANA 4840
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THE GRAOWYHR QCQMPANY

TELEPHONE: BEB-8183 * AREA CODE: 278,

February 19, 1969

L

.,
o it f e et

Mr. B.A. Poole, Technical Secretary
State of Indiana :
Stream Pollution Control Board

1330 West Michigan Street
Indianapolis, Indiana

Dear Mr. Poole:

This is to advise you that because of our difficulties in
obtaining delivery of some of our machinery for our pollution
abatement program, we have revised our original plans for
disposal of the sludge. Originally we had intended making

a small holding pond on an on-site location of our mill.
property, While this would have been a solution, the high .
cost of dredging this pond and hauling to another dump would
have been prohibitive. We have, therefore, purchased an '
additional piece of property some 3,000 ft. from our mill

and will build two (2) seven (7) acre holding ponds on this
property and pump our sludge to these ponds, L .

Enclosed you will find a drawing outlining our proposed
pipelines and the proximity of the land above mentioned in

regard to our mill,

We are now in the final stages of obtaining the easemants
for crossing properties located between the mill and this
parcel of land, and should, therefore, start the work .of

laying these pipes in the next few days.

If any questions should arise, please advise me at your

earliest. .
6%477é<%rcébv’f£fz‘
X. A, Summerlin-
. Resident Manager
KAS:bm —— '

encl,
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RECEIVED

) aR3 1980
'NORTHERN LABORATORIES, INC.
ENERGY & ENVIRONMENT
ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING SERVICES ' :
AIR & WATER POLLUTION-SOLID WASTES ~ SAMPLING - ANALYSIS - CONSULTING ;
Telephone (219) 464-2389 : 158 Népoieon

Valparaiso, indiana 46383

R P

LABORATORY REPORT

CLIENT .. Georgia_Pacific_Corperation . pATE._ February 20, 1981

Attn: Mr. Ken Renshaw
ADDRESS ___P.0.. B0x.8236...2nd Place. b Waite Street PHONE ....882-1640
DATE OF COLLECTION January..20..1981..(0081)
PARAMETER OLD Zucdpr B0l Mﬁ/éd FRESH [ ourt
Toulene <0.5 pg/g ¢0.5 pa/g <0.5 }zg/g

Benzene w | w 40.5 yig/g

- /f,{;w,,&pr
| /e

fr‘)'i._: o
Approved BL@A_}I@Q@A—'
Manager of Operations
t1b
T’ .
SQURCE OF SAMPLE(S) KEY:
SAMPLER




*AZLETT & ASSOCIATES

Environmental Consultants

March 15, 1983

Mr. George Oliver

Division of Land Pollution Control
Indiens State Board of Health

1330 Michigan Ave.

Indianaoplis, IN 46206

Ref: City of East Chicago

Dear Mr., Oliver,

Several times over the past.months it has been suggested
that the burnt cans and debris piled in the area between the
railroad and the East Chicago incinerator property be cleaned

up.
Attached is a plat showing the area.

We would propose to use Geogia Pacific paper sludge, East
Chicago waste water treatment sludges and work this into the
debris., It is suggested that the grading and leveling
procedure would drain the area to the Southwest. Finally, 8
layer of East Chicsgo sludge be disk into the Georgia Pacific
sludges with a farm tractor, planted and lightly rolled to
assure germination,

taboratory analysis of boath sludges are attached and made
a part of this request.,

With your authority and approval this could be
accomplished in thirty days. Your immediate attention and
response is requested.

Very truly yours,

e K

Chas, H. Scott

ces Mr. Dan_McArdla
Mr. Chet Adamczyk

CHS/ds

CHARLES H. SCOTT @ P.O.BOX 519 @ EAST CHICAGO. IND. 46312



4623 {317) 243-8304

EMS SAMPLE & 31778

« IN02Y P.O. ¥ SAMPLE TYPE ___GRAB ._COMPOSITE
nces Hazlett & Assoclates WASTEWATER DATE SAMPLED
‘ PO Box 519 ~ A
East Chicago, Illinois 46312 g upce COLLECTED BY
Attn: Charlie Scott ]
LL TO: OIL REMARKS
- LEACHATE .
N
OTHER ND=Not detected at level indicated
PARAMETER ‘ RESULTS DATE ANALYZED ANALYST METHOD OF ANALYSIS
#31778 - Lagoon Sludge '
PCB WD @2 ug/gr 2~17 M., Smith

Gas Chromatography

M. N

[/0...:41 o rs




7901 Wast Morrls Steeet

EMS SAMPLE #__ 240U+ :
Indianapolis, Indlana 46231 (M7} 243-8304 ' . \.3-
EPA Certiflcation # INO21 PO.# SAMPLE TYPE __ GRAB ___ COMPOSITE_

¢
SAMPLE SouRcks Hazlett & Associates WASTEWATER DATE SAMPLED kd
' PO Box 519 - - \5
East Chicago, Illinois 46312 sLUDGE COLLECTED BY . 3
Attn: Charlie Scott =
BILL TO: ol REMARKS N
f%i.
. LEACHATE
RE: Georgia Pacific
. OTHER ND=Not detected at level indicat
PARAMETER RESULTS DATE ANALYZED ANALYST METHOD OF ANALYSIS
i
pH 5.1 2-17 M. Branam Electrode method
Total Solids 100,271 mg/l 2-18 J. Pagnanelll Gravimetric
EP TOXICITY
Cadaoium ND @ .01 g/l 2-21 C. Schneider Atomic absorption
Chromium D@ .0l mwg/l
Lead WD e .l we/l
Silver ND @ .01 g/l
Barium XD @ .1 mg/l
Mercury ND @ .0005 mg/l 2-21 C. Schneider Flameless A A
Arsenic ¥D @ .1 mg/1
Selenium ND @ .1 mg/1

DATA REVIEWED BY:

[

L

-

REPORT CC
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NORTHERN LABORATORIES

A Division of Coant 1o Coast Analyticsi Services
ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING AND TESTING

AIR, WATER POLLUTION & SOLID WASTES— SAMPLING - ANALYSIS - CONSULTING

Telephone (219} 464-2389 FAX: 213-462-2953 2400 Cumberland Drive
Valparaiso, Indiana 48383

{ ABORATORY REPORT

CLIENT ..vvvveen. Georgia. Pacific. COrPu . mniiersienens DATE ...... MY, 10 1390 e :
ATTENTION .M, KN RENSNAH. ....vvreereciniiiniresssnannes PHONE ..178B270640. v,
ADDRESS .... .0, Box 4326, Gary, IN.46404............... DATE OF SAMPLE RECEIPT
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY ..Northern taborakories... ... Marah. 16,.1990. (1462)......ccvenene.
PARAMETER ’ RESULYS '
Srew Press
$ludge
Cyanide K}
pH 6.1
% Solids 43
% Ash 38
PCB x
Arsenic {0.5
Barius . ' 14
Cadmium : {0.47
Chromium . 1.7
Copper o 30
Lead i.2
Mercury _ {0.10 -
Nickel : 2.9
Silver {0.47
Selenium 0.5
Zing - 25

*5ee Attached

All results reported in mg/kg unless otherwise noted

djs/geogia2

Approved by W /63/44&1_)

ﬁé’(ﬁ,c /,W‘Qq\j- /3 II’;?



” PCB Analysis
For

GEORGIA PACIFIC

Northern Laboratories
2400 Cumberland Drive _
Valparaiso, Indiana 46383

NLE Sample #: 1462
Customer ID: Sludge

EPA Method §: 8080
EPA Extraction Method: 3540

PARAMETER . RESDLT
PCB 1016 IR A - ND
PCB 1221 ..icvseccsssvners ND
PCB 1232 CC I N I * r s 088 b ND

PCB 1242 I..ll...l.l.‘ll. ND
PCB 1248 ..vecevrosascnsns ND
PCB 1254 .‘.l.'..l.....‘. ND
PCB 1260 cssevscessarccens ND
Hexabromobenzene (SS) ...
Dibutyl Chlorendate (8S)...

ND = Not Detected

NR = Not Reported; Surrogates diluted out

ADDITONAL INFORMATION ON THIS DATA SET:
HBB

surrogate Recovery on Hexane Blank = 95.%

bate Received:3-16-90
Date Analyzed: 4-18-90
Date Extracted:; 4-13-90
Analyst: CL

Dilution Factor: 5:1
Sample Weight: 9.7g
Sample Matrix: Aqueous

DET.

LIMIT UNITS
8.0 mg/Xg
8.0 ma/kg
8.0 ng/kg
8.0 ng/kg
8.0 mg/kg
8.0 ng/kg
8.0 mg/Xg

NR
NR 1
DBC
- 84.%



lephona (2183) 464-2389

IORTHERN LABORATORIES
ENGINEERING, INC.

YWIRONMENTAL CONSULTING AND TESTING
R & WATER POLLUTION-SOLID WASTES

AND

SAMPLING - ANALYSIS - consulTiNg:
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PARAHETER
£F Leachate

Arsenic
Bariun
Cadniun
Chroniun
Lead
Hercury
Seleniua
Silver

Leachate Condifions
[}

1 Solids (80 C):

Initial pH: 4.5

Final pl: 4.4

.............................

L L L L LT T R T R TP Y P L L

------------------------------------

K74

FAX: 219-462-2953

L ABORATORY REPORT

--------------------------------------------------------------------

...............................

-----

-----------

Perforred according to EPA SH-846.
All leachate results deterained by
Kethod of Standard Additions

RESULTS
Screv Press Sludge

! €0,020
0,255

0.009

0,027

0.145

€0.002

€0.020

€0.002

Initial Sasple Heighf Used {Grams):
Volume Filterable Liquid (als):

Grams Sample Extracted: N/A

. 2400 Cumberland Drive
Valparaiso, Indiana 46383

--------------------

...................

EPA HAXINUH
CONCENTRATION

100
Nfh

Voluwe Acetic Acid per Graas Saasple Extracted (sls):

All results reported in pg/L unless olhervise noled

CONTIRUED HEXT PAGE

—

........

--------------------------

--------------------

....................

-----------------------------
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NORTHERN LABORATORIES AND
ENGINEERING, INC.

ENVMONMENLM.CONSUUH%EANDTESHNG

AlB & WATER POLLUTION-SOLID WASTES SAMPLING - ANALYSIS - CONSULTING

Telephone (219) 464-2389  FAX: 218-462-2953 2400 Cumberland Drive
Valparaiso, Indiana 46383

LABDRATOF{Y REPORT

CLIENT ... 5eorgia Faciiic e DATE weereenne hugust 8, 19837 e
ATTENTION ... Hire Ken Renskay it PHONE ........ 1-BB2-1640 oo
ADDRESS ......!'i.[}...P.?f..‘i??.ﬂ,..Ea.ty.r..!ztd.l..as*.%..:’.&?9.4 ............. DATE OF SAMPLE RECEIPT
SAMPLE COLLECTED BY Horthern Labis & Engineering ... June 2, 1989 (2138) ...
FIHAL REPORT
‘ TOTAL_CONSTITUENTS ARALYSIS
Screv Press Sludge
PARARETER RESULTS
pl 4.5
i Solids ' 4 -
PCE T (2.0 _
A11 results reported in =gfkg unless obherwise nﬁted‘.
bev/2196

71 dWaﬁ.au?/ 7,4’-}/1/?1.-&?/

Finagir of Analylical Chesl Pr) Seckion

Approved by



Georgia-Pacific Corporation Second Place and Waite Street
‘__‘_ P.O. Box 4326
= . Gary, Indiana 46404
Telephone (219) 882-1640.

JULY 20, 1982

MR, GEORGE OQLIVER

INDIANA STATE BOARD OF HEALTH _

DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL

1330 W, MICHIGAN ST, ‘
INDIANAPOLIS, IN 48206

RE: OQUR PHONE CONVERSATION ABOUT A WEEK AGO

DEAR GEORGE:

WE WOULD LIKE TO HAVE SOME OF THE SLUDGE REMOVED FROM TWO HOLDING BASINS,
WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHAT LANDFILLS WE CAN HAUL IT TO.

THE AVERAGE SOLIDS IN ONE BASIN IS 24% AND IN THE OTHER 32%

THE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF THE TWO BASINS IS A5 FOLLOWS:

CONTAMINANT 1 2
BARIUM 0.3 2140
CADIMUM < 90,01 < 0,01
CHROMIUM £ 0,04 20,04
LEAD 0.2 0.1
MERCURY < 0,001 £0,001
SELENIUM 0 0.02
SILVER 0 0

WE ARE A PAPER MILL THAT MAKES INDUSTRIAL TOWELING. THE TYPE OF PAPER
TOWELS FOUND IN PUBLIC REST ROOMS. WE MAKE ABOUT 80 TONS PER DAY,
OUR FURNISH IS WASTE PAPER,

THE LIQUID INDUSTRIAL WASTE 15 PROCESSED THROUGH A PRIMARY CLARIFIER,
THE SLUDGE FROM THE CLARIFIER 1S PUMPED TO THE HOLDING BASINS, MENTIONED
ABOVE, TO THICKEN.

HOPE THIS IS THE INFORMATION YOU NEED., PLEASE CALL IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTICNS

THANK YOU VERY MUCH, ‘

SINCERELY,
R S NI
S s R

526{ et 5. & _ 'KENNETH J. RENSHAW

TECHNICAL DIRECTOR
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ey s et Y I0GLANA ool s

History of the Settling Ponds.

NOTE: Only some of this material can be documented.

IT.

III.

Iv.

R L

SLUDGE ORIGIN . ,
All waste water from the mill is pumped to a clarifier. The
settled material from this clarifier is sludge that now is
pumped to the screw press but formerly was pumped to the holding

ponds.

PAPER MILL

The product has been paper toweling with aIQery small
percentage of napkins in the early 70's. The raw material
is waste paper.

DEINKING PLANT

Raw Material: Several good grades of waste paper is used.

They are: )
1. Toweling waste from our papermill.

2. Kraft (grocery) bag.
Steel mill kraft interleaving.

3.
4. Ledgers. .
5. Flyleaf shavings (groundwocd).

Only £he ledgers and the groundwood need the ink washed out
before they can be used. Almost all of the sludge settled
in the clarifier is the result of the ink removal.

SETTLING PONDS

1969: An open field was purchased by Georgia-Pacific and
two seven acre holding ponds were built. Sludge from the
primary clarifier was pumped to them.

1976/77: These sludge lagoons were cleaned. The southeast

one {nearest the river) was cleaned completely.and the other
partially. The sludge was hauled to the Gary Development land-
£ill off Cline Avenue, Gary, Indiana by Industrial Disposal
Corporation, East Chicago, Indiana.

1982: A backhoe was used to make a trough on both sides of the
land area separating the two lagoons. .

1983: In August permission was granted to haul sludge from
the screw press to the "...Gary Airport exclusion site..." No
sludge has been pumped to the settling ponds since then.

ﬁ'g‘{dca/wﬂf )27

Varm Darmaharr



GeorgiaPacific Corporation 133 Peachtree Street, N.E. (30303)
: P.0. Box 105605
Atlanta, Georgia 30348-5605
Telephone (404) 5214000

September 2, 1988

Mr. Brian E. Healy

C.C. Johnson & Malhotra, P.C.
200 Vest Adams Street

Suite 1601

Chicago, Illinois 60606

Re: Birch Road Groundvater Study

Dear Mr. Healy:

This 1is in response to your request for information concerning the Georgia- _
Pacific settling ponds in Gary, Indiana located near the intersection of
Birch Road and Clark Street. As I understand it you had asked for the
information in conjunction with your hydrogeologic study to determine the
source of heavy metal contamination detected in a few area monitoring wells.

First of all, let me apologize for our taking so long to respond to your
request. As you are aware, we have been in the process of gathering
informaticn on the settling area which we felt was the more urgent priority,
especially since wve knew there was no reason to expect any heavy metal
contamination from the historical operations at our facility. The samples
collected on G-P's property (the results were recently sent to us by Mr.
James R. Ursic of EPA) tended to support our view that we were not the
source of any heavy metal contamination problem. The following history has
been pulled together primarily with the help of Mr. Chester $. Adamczyk who
has been the manager of our facility from April, 1970 to the present and Mr.
Kenneth J. Renshaw, Technical Director at the facility from 1978 to the
present.

‘Per Mr. Ursic’s request I am attaching a plot plan shoving the facility
boundaries as attachment A.

G-P acquired the facility on August 1, 1964 from the Steiner Corporation and
has used the plant primarily in the production of industrial grade paper
towels. Waste paper and purchased wood pulp are the basic raw materials in
this process. o

The major solid waste generated at the facility is clarifier sludge removed
from the primary clarifier. The sludge consists mainly of cellulose fiber
fragments. Additionally, it contains water, some residual quantities of
process additives and clay, and other inorganic pigments removed from waste
paper during the manufacturing process. The waste does not exhibit any

. hazardous waste characteristics, (Please see attachment B for an analysis of

the sludge.) The above would constitute the overwhelming majority of waste
generated at the facility, and to our knovledge, the solid wvaste now found
in the settling ponds. )



Mr. Brian E. Healy
September 2, 1988
Page 2

All vastewater from the mill is pumped to a clarifier. Historically, the
settled 'material from this clarifier is a sludge which was formerly pumped
to two holding lagoons for dewvatering. Since the installation of a screw
press, the lagoons have not received the clarifier’s under flow.

Beginning in August, 1983, the sludge was taken from the screv press to the
Gary Airport exclusion site.

As the results in attachment B indicate, there is no reason to'suspect G-P'sg
operations as a source of heavy metals under investigation in the subject
groundwater study.

Should you have any additional questions, please call me at (404) 521.4654.

Sincerely,

._,f?éwm—

+ A. Anderson
Senior Environmental Engineer

JAA/rvh
cc: James R, Ursic, Geologist (w/attachments)
Technical Support Unit
USEPA Region 5
Hail Code S5HR~11/TSU
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

bes

G. D. Dutton - G-9
A. F. Bodges - G-11
R. A. Horder - G-11
K. J. Renshaw - Gary, Indiana
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ANALYSIS REPORT

Sample Source:_ Ken Renshaw - Gary, Indiana

. /
Sample Description:_A - No. 2 pulper; B - fresh sludge from primary

clarifier: b - new sludge bed ; and D - old sludge bed

t

RESULTS, IN PPM, UTILIZING EPA EXTRACTiON AND ANALYTICAL PROCEDURES

cc: B. Warsham

Contaminant ~ EPA Limit¥* Sample A Sample B Sample C Sample D
Arsenic 5 <0.006 <0.16 <0.06 <0.08
Barium 100 .7 ’ 142.6. . { 0.3' L <1:0
Cadmium 1 T 0.03 b.05 ‘<0.0_'1 <0.0;-
Chromium 5 ‘<'o.b4 <0.1  <0.08 <0.04
‘Lead 5 0.3 0.3 ' oz 0:1
M.ercury ﬁ.z g 0 <o.06_1 £ <0.001
Selenium : 1 . 0 0 o 10.02
silver - 0 0 0 s e O

FNaximum extract concentration above which the sample is designated a

toxic hazardous substance under RCRA. -

P
E

A achmert P A

\
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| wiSTEGENERATOR._ - STATEOFILUNOIS
T : ' ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
P = “\\ o - DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
fooyy e T 7T SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIEEST-
; . S . . WASTEGENERATOR
+Stith Paper Co, . 5001 West 66th Street EPA D jofe) ILDGO?IGBS
3 {Company Name) Address Q—LLG_Q_Q_Q__Z_L!L.E.
_Chi.cé,o_,_]ﬂj. inii Sa Illim:is . - Genecator Number
. State lip - Co :
_ , WASTE HAULER(S} ) — T _
© 654 E 161 st : A
m_D & _J Waste Refuse Seuth Helland Illinoig : SWH Registation humber @ 8 68 0 Q
HaulerName . Hauler Addsess . L IR T ST
1 't'zr- _ R ke
A o Hauler Name . Hauter Addess -
DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE GR TREATHENT SITE
m __ALBIRN INC. | 1191:!1 Streat
'i 2 (Facilty Name} _ S e Mdress 5--
Ch'fr-xuoo. - I]Ijmig_' ' o
| C Gty o o State, Iip. ..
TGBEGGMPLET§BSY PR -
© WASTE GERERATOR
R ——

wms PHASE: _ ‘H rmi d
M Lmu;d Basenus. Sotld)

vy e
_“,%

-~ "r-w-% ‘J‘: o

R T EPA Fe'aste I\Io;"' DGO].
: m’:sré’c_’:_mr.'msm BEING TRANSPORTED UNTER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE ncrumnn cmssmcarzeu mmcmsn mmsmmu BELOW: 14 400 I.BS,
ST SHIPPING DESCRIPTION; ST HAZARD CLASS

Solvent N,0.5, ._Elanmahlp L quid

THIS 15 TG CERTIFY IHAT THE ABGVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERLY CU.SSIFIED E)ESCR!BED PACKAGED MARKED, AND LABELED AND 1S IN PROPER CGN{}IUGN F OR TR&NSPQRTM!GN
I ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEP&RTMENT GF TRANSPORTATION

lm:nasucnzz TG AND CERTIFY THEABGVE WRITTEN mruamnou ﬂ B Lo
BRAREE ,)M,
aam_% o

= {Authorized Signature)

WASTE HMILER"

- - T GALLG?
qmrm cr msre azczwzo Q_O__—-l—?—ﬁ-p

TanK mucn OPENTRUGK < _arﬁaﬂ__,______;__'(s|3ece§yj

W?y r£ mn moICATEu QUANTITY.

iﬂﬁlhanﬁeh S;suature,l e




TO BE COMPLETEDBY o < i _
WASTE GENERATOR . ST‘ATE OF ILLINOIS _ :
. b EMVIRONME T AL PROTECTION AGENCY
. DIVISION OF LAHD POLLUTION CONTROL
- ¢ SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFESY )
- - . WASTE CERLSATOR © a\utb.nruahonﬂumher a
H.P,Snlth Paper Co, 5001 West 66th Street EPA ID NO ILDO0716852
{Company Name) Address Q._3_Lﬁ_0,,.0_0_.2_ _(*_ﬁ“
M&llmﬂa. . ' 31lindgis, - Geaerates Numoes
Lty _ State Lg '
] WASTE HAUEER(S) R TE
654 E,161 St ST - N
e} D & J Waste Rafuse South Holland Iillnois SWH. Regstatonfumbes & 8 6 R 0 0 1
: Hauler Name Hauter Address o 2 S W
{ : . . -S.‘r't',H, Repslration H mbe — R __._..
Hauter Name Haular Address 1 28

GESTIRATION — DiSPOSAL SIORAGE UR TREATRENT SITE

119¢h Styeat Q_.'i_l_ﬁ_D_Q__l.l_
{Facrily Name) . Address Sete Number, -
Chicago, - |
Cily Stala hp
140 5% GOMPLEYED BY : - - . R
WASTE BEKERATOR -
wasteime:_Salvent N,0,.8, ' : “wastepuase . Limuid

*{Liquid, Gaseous, Sohid)

EOAFSSSEN  EPA Waste No. D0OL

THE SPECIAL WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 1S OF THE OGT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED iMmeDmTELY serow: - »14 400 I..BZS”_
SHIPPING DESCRIPTION; HAZARD CLASS

Solvent N, 0.8, - : T Flan’rnnh1n mmid

THIS IS TO CERYIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE I3 PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, FACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND 15 1N PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORTATEON,
i ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF YRANSPORTATION. '

EHEREBY AGREE 10 AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN INFORMATION ﬁ p /
jm

DML.._%_‘Q}}___ {Autbarizes fignatuce)

{Gircl

" WASTE HAULER*

- : ) =TT GALLDH.
' - o, QUANTITY OF wasrthscnvza:g_g__;;,_?va_'.p ST
METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Ciccle Oney TAHK TRUCK C tOPE‘IRﬁl 3 - L!@_(smly

"4 HEREBY EERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SF‘{CEM. E'MS'![ AND QUANTITY H."-S EEEN ACCEPTED IN PROPER CGND!TEON FOR TRM!‘PGRT ML ACHNO\'FlEDGE THE OESTINA]

~MDIG
o }t FMM!WI(}\ [‘[B 31933

{Authonzed Signalure) -

A"T’T."‘\ﬁ&ll"\( f“\"\!"l"] N L

L) T AT =

___IIISP!JSAL S?GHMIE Jiji] TREM’MEHT FnﬂiLiTY' .

£15 AND INDICATED QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED:

e L




aaﬁ%?ég;ﬁégﬁ%? CoTels STATE OoF ILL!NOIS
A - ENYVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
. . _ - THVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
- SPECIAL WASTE RAULING MAMIFESY
. _ _ o S | WASTEGENERATOR - _
B Smith Paper Co, 5001 West 66th Street EPA I‘D NO ILDOO716852
. “{Company Name} Address . Q_3_L6_D_Q_D_2_£L_ﬁ__@_
m‘ i.ﬁa‘gﬂ I] ] in}iﬂ i IIIiﬂéiS. - / S _ Genemtﬂ:Numher .
.- R Cily ' , © State- lig Cooe Lo C e )
' o - WASTE HAULER(S) K T S s
654 EL161 St ST o eoEenoie
m 12 & ,J_' Waste Refusge South Holland Illinoisg is SW, Regstrationtumber @ 8 68 0 0.1
. Hauler Name . _ Hauler Address T LB » o
R 0
Haules Name Hauler Address
R SRR ' . DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR JREATMENT SITE
m AI.BTIR!-I NG, " 119th Street
L (Facilily Name) L E T hddress e
= nh.ic.agﬂ. I],] ’,[m. ig. )
- -. {ity - .- TState . Zip
70 B COMPLETED BY - L e D
WASTE GENERATOR _ S : T aE ok SRS
o < wastenme_Solvent N,.0.S, wﬁs;apmsg 11 rm:[d

{Laquid Gaseuus. Schd)

Bﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ lmaummemm_

IHE SPE{:IAL WASTE BEWG TRﬁNSPQRTED UNDER THES. MﬂtNIFEST IS []F ?HE D()T HAZARU CI.ASS!HCATIEJN ENDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION:  MAZARD CLASS: e '
| _uum;@u B e

IN P«CCGRDANCE WITH THE ﬁPPUCﬁBLE REGULATH}NS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THAN?PORTMEGN

_l_ _}iEﬂEB\‘ AGREE TG AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTER INFORMATION : M e

_m:__-g;gg,}g_l__ : : (Autiorized ngnature)‘ e

'WASTE HADLER®
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| GTATE OF ILLINOIZ

EMVIROMMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MARNIFEST

raim et o on e A IR et = i i, X
U AP

g —
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: = ity Eme i)
. WASTE BAULER(S) R
_- 654 E 161st St - - :
) mD & J Waste Tafugsey South 1372 %) and T1linagds SYLH, Repistration Number 0__3_,5_3,_‘_(}#% 1
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Hauler Name Hauler Address n o B
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BeElE 11065 -8k . ] _
lFac:iitg Mame) ‘Adaress B '394’%&;%35},‘—9—3 Tl P
' Chicago T1linci il
Ty Tate = To ﬁZ'D QD S 852

" 70BE COMPLETED BY
YIASTE GEKERATOR
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SHIPPING DESCRIFTION:
Solvent ¥,0.8
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i, Gaseous. Sehd)

=y

. .mnic‘ata : - (
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" WASTE HAULER® LT Gau.m; -\t Gne) -
—_— o Qumnnr OF WASTE RE{:EWED 4% _;rt_ f‘ .
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@ .
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WASTE HAULER®

v _ , quaﬁnwofwa'sreascmmg_ ,t _.
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{Fanily Rame} Mdress $ite Number
_Chicago, _ Iliinois, : -
Tity i State 7 TED 000 ) /6552, _
T0 BE COMPLE TED BY
. WASTE GEHERATOR o R _ L
o wsiemieSolvent 1.0.8, WASTE PHASE: Liouid




oy B COMPUETED BY S ' srms OF LLINOIS ;o
. _ch-rNERATOR cL ; R
J ST - ENWRONMENTAt PROTECTION AGENCY £
. : . . L DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL _ _
o , ' S " SPECIAL WASTE HAULINGMANZFEST o o
_-"' .'_ : ” . ) - WASIE GENERATOR . Au!hunzalmnNumber 5
P.Smith Paper Co, 5001 West 65th Street EP& ID NO ILDO0G716852
" (Company Name) Address .- 0 316000246 G
. Chicagu,lllinoik I11inois ) - : Generatoc Number
T : City ; State Zig . .
: _ ' WASTE HAULER(S) R S,
'f'm n.&. J Vaste Refuse Scmt:h Holland Illinois
Cane Hauiefﬂame : . . - Hauler Address
--i-Bauler Name Hnulerﬁddress E

UESTINMIGN [}ISP(]SAL STORAGE OR IREA?MENT Sl

;___Ilﬂﬁh;theat Q_3_14ﬁ_Q_Q_3_1_
. . 2 o Rddr&SS ) c e . ‘::-;-' Sile Number B '_
' I},Iinoig S '
e Tty Ste T :ZZ D oco 7/'(; 831
70 BE GOMPLETED AY ny o TN
WASTE GENERATOR _— e : RS I R
.- O owsewmeScelvent N 0.8, ) ' WMSTEPHASE Liquid
e RN “f} §‘ 1} S I e . -7 {Ligguid, Gasecus, Solid)
— EP& Wam:e NO.Deal S
THE SPECIALWASTE BEING IRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASS iF;CATIGN INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW: ' '1'4 Q LBS"
o . SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: R ST D
th_ﬂ:m!- ?«Ivf]_qv . _ ' ' - _El&nmah?p 1 n-m'id

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE.NAMED SPECIAL WASTE 15 PROPERLY CLASSIFIED OESCRIBED, PACHAGED mnm«sn‘. AND LABELED AND IS LV PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORTATION,
18 RCCORDANCE WiTH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, ) LTS T

| HEREBY AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN INFORMATION
e 1Y

- WASTE HAULER® -

{AutHesized Signatore)

EFHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle Ore)

swus«-

DESCR!BED SFECML ASTE RNB QUANTETY HES BEEN iN"PR(!;R




b g i

EI I .
OB CounE T STATE OF ILLINOTS | QlZDﬁSD
. "L ENVIROMNMENT AL PROTECTION AGENCY - .
: . DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL o .
- 1t . SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST
o L “ " WASIE GENERATOR o Authenialion Rumber 9?.12_ 9— 3_ 13]-

5001 West 66th Street. EPA ID NO ILD00716852

iCampany tizime) Mdress (L.S_.Lﬁ_g_ 00 24 6 s,
Chicagd,Illinois ___  _ Illinals 60638 Gt
: Lity Siale I
WASTE HAULER(S) . e
i :

SWAH, Regstration Humber Q_ 8 6 8 00 1;_
2 I

Hauler Address

Hauler Name . Hau!emddfoss 7 S
DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE

Alburn Ine, _ {10th Street _ | | LjijﬂLjJ

o {Facilily Hame) . ) Rddiess ) Srle Numher :
“Chicago, “° i : Fllinoig ' E}é}j-
- gity Slate Zip ILHGGO?MS%')
T0 5E COMPLETED BY

1 WASTE GEHERATOR

' waste wawe: Solvent N, 0.S, wagte pusct: L3 quid

~ {ligud, Gaseous, Sahd}
EPA Vaste MNo,DBOY

THE SFECERL WASTE BEING TRAHSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST £ OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATEQ WAMEDIATELY BELOW, 1{;_ 400 LBS,
SRIPPING DESCRIPHON. o HAZARD: CLASS:

. _Solvent M.0.S,— —— o '--_EMm@h4mu¢;u]

THIS IS 70 CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NANED SPECIAL WASTE 1S PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACMGW HRRKED AND LABELED AND 15 N PROPER CORDITION FUR !RMS?URIMH}N..
Iﬂ ACCORGANGCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, .

EREBY AGRCE 70 fD GERTIFY THE AOVE WRITIEN INFORMATION zzp VR
)». LTS T

D!\'IF_ g &7 / 57 f mulhanzw_&émtum: / 7
_GALLOHSY  {Cucte Gne) -

- WASTE WAULER® 705
. . QUﬁMI?\’ OF WASTE RECEIVED: .

o ) ver D 3]
ME?HODOFSHiPHEﬂI (Cﬂc!ei}ne) : DRU‘\!S IMIKIRUCH U‘f“;”g;ﬂﬁ‘*' ! _'UTHERL_.....__.(Spec:ly) -

3 HERERY CERTIFY THAT THE ABU‘iE I]ESCEEBE{} SPECML WASTE MGD QURN'{!W HRS EEEN M:EEPIED ';ﬂ FRGPEH CORDITION FOR FRANSPGHT MWD 1 #CKNUWLEDGE THE DESTINATION
iNDiCAIEB : .:-'"-"_"—-H' ) . [" 3 19 3 . o
- ! "\n\. \-AL\. : Y )

* {Authotized Srpnature} -_'. 3

lnulhan.zeiiglgmtw:} — o - ATTORNEYGENLRAL .

ﬂISPGSJ\L STDR&GE 'ﬂﬂ THEMMENIFAC!LIH' .-

WiLLwOss: 21777823637
\SIRBL IO Paaf Iumsnnm




o
i

""-‘&‘ii?é‘?é‘!féﬁlﬁ%i" D STATEOFMUNGIS T 0120599
7 T ¥ ENVIRONMENMTAL PROTECTION AGENCY . v _ Fom
e DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL ' IR R S ?_
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST o L _ :_‘.f' :
- - WASTE GENERATOR _ Authorization Number %_9_2_ 9__11333_. K
5001 West 66th Stroest EPA ID RO ILDOO716852
- ' Address : !Lll.ﬁ.Q.!L!LfLéLﬁ.
EQE 33 . Generamr Number
Stalé lip R
: el R - . WASTE HAULER{S) o o T S
wh & J Waste Refuse  South Hollsnd Illindis S RegistationNumeer @ 8 6 8 0 01

Hauter Nama . . Hauler Address

-Hauler Hame _ - . Hauierﬁddress .
g ’ . [}SSHNATIGN DiSPGSAL STORRGE OR TREATMENT SITE - -
___,llith_itmt
- . Stale < ' Zip
TOBE'GCMPLETED BY
WASTE GENERATOR L o e
 WASTE NAVE: Sa]szen!: H.Q,s, " WASTE?HASE Hmﬁd

(L;qu:d éassaus Sctld]
EPA Waste. o Dﬁﬁl )

'(HE SPECIAL WASTE BEING fRANS?GRTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DOT HﬁZﬁRD CI.ASSIFIGMEDN iNDl{JATE{) iMMEBIATELY BEL{)W 14 {}00 ms
SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: R " HAZARD CLASS:

IN ECE'.GRDJ\NCE WITH THE APFLECABE HEGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF fRANSPGRTATlON. ke

HEREBY AGHEE 10 AND CERTIFY THE ABOYE WRITTEN INFORMATION
. 3/27 /517/

WASTE HAULER®

THOI} UF SH%PMENF (Cm:!e Ooe)

Aeyq d tl LN

-'{ﬁulhuri:ed Sig‘nat_urej Yy

I}RUMS

fsrRiatir TON; > PARTET GERERATO
SIFECOPY.




: 133- g .R
[ T T T U Cahbinst s SRR L s e R e sttt ot oo p—— o s enti oo el TR L . R
R ENVFRONMENTAL PQOTECTiON AGENCY . .
o . _.ATOR . DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL U_d‘{ ‘j LU‘( ;
o X % 3 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRIMGFIELD, ILINGHS 62706 ‘._
{217) 782.6760 ; R
: SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST * rtornbonhome 3 9 29 3 3
L . a i1
., Smith Paper Co, 5001 West 66th Street EPA ID NOILDOO716852
. {Company Name) Address Q..'.LLG.Q_&&ZL& ;;
, Chicago T1linois 60638 Eemr&tﬂrﬂumnef
Ciby State lp ’
) WASTE FAULER(S) :
D& I Vngte Beflce AS4 F 161t St Sauth Hollandwa Registmbon ember _00_8 6 8 0.0 T
Hauler Name © Hauler Address e : oo
- SWH. Registration Nomber ___ __ T .
. Mawler Name Hauier Addeess - »

DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE T -

Album Inc 119tk Street Q_B_IL_G_CLO__.J_L
_ {Faciity Kame) Addrasy ] Site Humber S :
Chicaga I1linais . FED IDFILD000716852 =~ ]
' ity 2 ip :
. Y8 BE COMPLETED BY ) : : S
WASTE GERERATOR

wisienae_Solvent N,0,8.,

wrste punse__ Loiquid . - . S
. {Liguid, Gazcous, Sakd) !

: EPA Waste No,DQOL
THE srzcw. WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 15 OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED MMEDIATELY BELOW 14, 400LBS
SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: oo HAZARD CLASS: o

Solvent N,0.5.

WEIGHT FOR

. ik 1 § riad 0.0.%. St —-—14.,.49.0__ (cm:ie une)
© WEIGHT FOR LEP.A, USE MUST 85 Circbe One}
CONVERTEG T0 CU. ¥DS. JRGAL - T

qumnnf OF WASTE asuvznma_ f,L_l_ __359“

N

i METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle One) '@ WRKTROK  © oPENTRUGR {)fHER(Specify'l o i

_ THIS 1S TO CERTIFY THAT THE KBOVE-HARCD SPECIAL TTR FOPERLY CLASSIFED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, HARKED, AND UABELED ASD 15 N PROPER CONDITION FOR TRARSPORTATION,
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORIATION. -

- b HEREB‘I’ AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITFEN INFORMATION

w2238 ﬁfm/ﬂ/w

(Authionzed Signature)

- "‘F‘i\\jED

. :Ng%gi'fé}c NFY TH%AB&#&BESWEED SPECML WASTE AND QUANTH’Y HAS BEEN‘C&E{I I FRU'P{R EO CHION FOR TRANSPORT AND | ACKNOIWLEDD HE-DESTIR

IR RN &

. . (Authorizad S:gnaiure) Fo e

WASTE HAULER . R

{ﬁ.uthnnzed ngnaturel
SFDSRL, STERAGE, OR TﬂEAThiEHT FﬁGiL!T‘f'

FaTTeE YA Y= :
ATTORNE-Y K HAZARDOS WASTE SUBIECT 10

HEREBY CERIIF‘! IHM' THE ABOVE DESCRIBED SPECIAL W.&STE EHD FND!CMEE} QUMTiW }MS BEEN M.‘CEPIED AT THE SITE SPECIFIED ABOVE:

i r.ali LR "!f'
(Autherred Signatyre)

1) HBIJH EMEHG}IHGY AKD SPILL ﬂ.SSIS"Aﬂ!}E HﬂMEEHS
FART - 2 TEPA ) o PART -4 HARLER © PART-5 (EPA -

- DHSTRIBUTION:  PART - | GENERATER




G LT . STATE OFILLINOIS R A
S ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY - _ 02?_3_1_&]
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL T S e a;
2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706
(217) 782-6760

1t

I

SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST i Autbarization Number 9 9;2_& 33
0 _ 5001 H&s_t_&ﬁth_s_tne.e_t__ EPA ID NOILDOO716852
{Campany Nama) _ . Address 0...3.-1_6_0_0_9_2_1&..5._ {; :
Chicage Illinois 60638 _ . Senarator Numbee |
- Cily State Zip : i o
. ) _ WASTE HAULER{S) .
Tt . : _&Sﬁ.—uﬁlst—st—s-ﬂﬂth—ﬂﬂ_lland,w‘ﬂ;ﬂegistmﬁuu Numher._uc_a_s_a_fﬁ_o%l _

- Hauter Name - . Hauler Address

. S.W.H, Registration Namber ___ ..
“Haaler Hame - _ ~ Hauler Address : R

. DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE GR TREATMENT SITE

119th Street

) Mdfess .
' 'I 113 ncﬁ a
- ] Slate ) Zip
WASTECENERATOR . wasmame_Solvent ‘N,0.S5, o wasmruasz Llﬂuid ' :
L L ) . . ; ' - (L:qmd Gaseous Solid) - .
LTl - - EPA Waste No. DOOL. :
THESPECIM. WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW: 1 4 ﬁOOLBS

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: - Ce - HRZ&RD CLASS:

: R : WEIGHT F(]R

. Solvent N,0,S. : _Elam_gblg_Liquid— D.01. USE

WEIGHT FORTE P& USE MUST B

" CONVERTED 10 CL. Y0S. 00 AL S QuANTRY a'rmswzé,_ﬁli\i_taan%ﬂ;}_l._'__zgg__ B
;. METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle One) BRY TANK TRCK OPENTRUCK . OTHER (Speciy) :
THIS 1S 70 CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-RAMED SPECIAL WA OPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND IS N PROPER CONDITION FOR TRANSPORTATION,

IH ACC{IRDMCE WITH THE ﬁPPUCABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,  * <~ o

YﬁGRE ..TD AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN INFCRMATION

-m‘? 2357 R
A - (Autharized Signature)
HW SPECIAL WASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCERTED Y PROPER COND




-.._—"mmﬂ_i TR _  WASTE NANE: §()[_ Ve vl V d. S ' vase prinse: L/ C‘)U) 4

TR PRRT U ORI« 3 - - ETC- TN S S W

A e i o sttt B EXTU Cbeiat PP PP S

— - i
. STATE OF ILLINQIS
10 BE COMFTETED BY ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY [] 2 ? 3 1 [] 8
WASTE GENERAT IR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTIONCONTROL T ———%
sartt ) 2900 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINCIS 62704 - ?
(217) 782-6760 i
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST soibonzation Sutrber _‘1 429 3 3_ :
A S ;
HP St P,qp,o/ (y sl W el 7 S7T P ,g,;gw/woo 716 &
o s 03 166002468
C"; f( GO : / (-(./MOL) ' GOG%/ Centrater Bumber
Cety State hg

“WASIE HRULERCS) - : . cee
D * '\J W/]\j-[( J@ ‘[M é-{.r(/ ( /é/ el J:)u‘f?d /{C(/f"‘/ﬂ S.W.H. Regisiration Humber __Qﬁ.éi.Q QL
Haules Name Hauiemdd:ess ’ L H. l _
- - t
SR, Regestration Houmber . . i
Hauler Name Hauler Address 7 ) % ‘

GESTIATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SHE

Az,éuﬁ:u TR 1197 e . L@31ko03).

(Facdal\r Hame)} _ _ Addsess ‘4 <" SHe Number
_( Hie 460 - /U«"":g;"s i Te0 10 100006 710 48 2

T0 BE GOMPLETED BY

_(Ligeid, Gaseous, Salid)

ELA whsTC ND, Dol

IHE CIALWA! RTED UNDER Tii TED IMMEDIATELY BELOVR 6
: SI_!E STE BEING TRANSPORIED U S MANIFEST 1S OF THEDOT Hmﬂ CLASSIFICATION INDICA BEL JL-! Ll 0g . ¢ o

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: HAZARD CLASS: P, &
_{E‘Q S
BNS (circle ome)

jm_umu" NO S T AMMAGLT_ uoud ‘6“%‘%"5‘”“ 14 0

q SALLOND (Tircle Gne)
Y05,

[5)

* WEIGHT FOR LE.P.A. USE MUSTBE . '
CONVERTEG TG CUL. YD, OR GAL . GUANTITY OF WASTE DELIVERED: _(2_ oL 16 Q_

HIEFHOD OF SHPHENT (G One) _@ TANK TRUCK pm RUCK . QTHER (Specily).
¥R ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPUIGRRLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARIHIERT OF TRANSPORTATION.

éyﬁa@wﬂ 7"2‘5,24@‘ ;ED

(ﬁulhnnzed S:gnalure)rt
- S

!{EREB'I’ AGREE TQ AND CERVIEY THE ABOVE WRITTEN lHFORMMIOﬁ

nﬂ"

“%{REBY CERTIFY IHM TKE Aﬂ{}\ri BESERiBED SPEClﬂ. WASTE .*.N!} QUMTIT‘I’ H#LS BEEH MCEPIED IN PROPER CDM}XI!@ FGR}RANS%‘ORT AKD ¥

(nuthuzized Signalﬁfe]
(nuthuuzed S;gnatule)
ISPOSAL, STORAGE, §A TREATMERT FACILITY"




e e femme el L aRE MR L el A e st iaa o, L

'STATE OF LLLINOIS

10 35 "'gxe.TED BY . EMVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY o : 0 2 7 3 1 U
WﬁSTE GENERA" IR i . DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL . e e, YT T T
st 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 462706
{217) 782-6740 . C '

SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST R i 492 2, 433

 Swite Paper (0 Scpl o ClTH ST c «g ABBILD00 116 FLL

: {Company Name) ) Address . .
CHiAeo T T R e
Cily State Zip ’
WASTE HAULER(S) - N

D+ W/JJT(._ lft‘ f M éf‘/ {_ / é/ 37 '—)Offff‘( /lb/fffil”ﬂ SWH kegistraiiua Number T?ﬁé.&ﬁﬂf;

., Hauler Name o ", . Hauler Address

* - Hauler Name

o DESTINATION — DI&#GSALSTQRAGEGR IREM_MIEM SHE R e e T e
AL&)EM T _U97E Specer. _Q_}_ié_Qos_L

: (Fac:illyﬂame} ﬁddres_s . . A 3 Seteﬂumhefh_ .
(’f/x( wrnord o }"0 10 u,a?ooo MJ'JZ._;__._
’ 1;UBE GﬁMFLETED BY

C.'ly - S Skate tip L
w  WASTE NAME gC)L UEM W d S R wnsrﬁvmsz - L}[\)Uio 4

* (Liquid, Gaseuus Suizd) e T

- f_‘ /"4 LASTE ND,. Dso_! T

-"'-THE SPE[:IAL wnsrz BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST rs S OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION mmcmen IAMEDIATELY BELOW. -
) - SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: : - HATARD CLASS:™: ez

SDLUC’}UT MO S l‘uﬁ\mmﬁh uouad" -""'gﬁ“%“ﬂgé]“ !L!'-/Jo_

_(C-irclé" One
=R

33 ..

-1ONS (circle one}.

)

WERHTFOR PR USEMUSTBE e L sl e
. CONVERTED 0 0. YOS ORGAL.  QUANTITY OF WasTE BELIVERED: _Q._Q_L_J é’ Q.
‘- METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle Dne) @ TANKTRUCK - OPEN TRUCK - OTHER {Specify).

- -T!'IIS 15 T0 CERTIFY THAT THE ABGVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCHiBED PACKAGEU MARKED AND LABELED AND iS ] PRGPER CQNDETIQN F
IN Accl DnNCE WiTH THE APPLICABLE HEGU LATIONS OF THE BEP.&RTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. - . i :

(Aulhurizeds.ignalme)r_\ ., ™
f'.\_i-"_--. -

R TRANSPORTATION, -

Ia?giﬂ -ZCERTIFY THAT THE EB(}VE DESCR!BED SPEC?AL WAST{ AND QUﬂNHW HES BEEN RCCEPTED IN FRGPER CU?DIH@ FORWRJ\NSPOR?




;
— o}
STATE OF ILLINOIS e

'TO BE COMPLETED BY _ » EMVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 0 2 ?.3.1,0_9
; WASTE GENERATOR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL T 7 :
2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706 _ :

(217) 7826760

o SPECIAL WASTE HAULING PAANIFEST o J,Mme,_é_g_g_tl __3
: EPA ID NO. ILDD0O716352 .
_H.P, Smith Paper Co, 3001 W, 66th S,
X {Company Hame) Address _0__3. 160002 4 646
Chicago Illinois 60638 Generator Namber %
Lty State Fi

D & Y Waste Refusé |

WASTE HAULERLSY

654 E, 161st St. S, Holland

Haoler Hamea Hauler Address Eo -

. : . % .
Hauiar Hame Havler Address &TJ H Registraion Numhcr,;i_. T T T E

. : DESTIRATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE DR TREATMENT SHE
Alburn(h%;cm.m} 119th Stxe iﬁm 933 - Eéfu % FO" 3 5}
Chicago. Illinois FED ID# ILDO00716852
“Lity State lip ’

* 1 YO BE COMFLEYED BY E y
HASTE GENERATOR wrsIEaE . Solwant M. 0.S, - WASTE PHASE: Linnid ‘ .

14 400 I.BS o
SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: HAZARD CLASS: :
) WEEGHT €08
DAL USE _:Ll:._rkﬁﬂ_ i} amrcie oy

. EPA Waste No, Deol -
.THE SPECIAL WASTE BEMNG TRANSPORTED URDER THIS MANIFEST 15 OF THE DOT HATARD CLASSH ICATION IBDICATED lMMEDEM‘EL‘I’ BELOW:

WEIGHY FOR LE P.A UISE MUST BE
CONYERTED TQ £U. YOS, OR GAL

HETHOD GF SHIPMENT {Circle One}

QUANTIFY OF VIASTE DELIVERED: .Q;?__Q__l__',z_.»g_.%_ :

TANK TRUCR OPER TRUCK

OTHER (Specify)

YLiquid, Gaseaws, Sofit)

mim_@ﬂ.ﬂe} B

1 Cu.Yos,

5

| TS 15 TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL ‘|'|‘ﬁ|51£ IS PROPERLY CLASSIFIEQ, DESCRIBED, PACKRGEB MﬂRKEO MD LABELED ANT 15 M PROPER CGNUITEGN fOR Tﬁ-ﬂ[iS?GRIMlQ
" # ACCORDANCE VAT TH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.

FHEREBY AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITIEN INFORMATION P

_._;A //E o/ e

WASTE HAULER

{Ruihonzed Sipnabuce)

VED

2 -
Wiorce g s
1 HEg:BY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE: DESCR\BE} SPECIAL WAST{ RO qumm‘r HAS BEEN ACEiP!ED i Efﬂﬁl! i FOR ?RA.NSPOR‘E D | ACKNOWLEDGE THE DESTINA

.. L\. L-.!-\J‘ l.\ s

tAvlkorized Sigralure} -

LT

(Aulhumed Sagn:!!ule]




' JO®E COMPLETED BY

STATE OF ILLINOIS

'ENVIRO.NMENTAL PROTECTICN AGENCY
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION ZONTROL

:,-'ﬂﬂﬂ@ '

WASTE GENERATOR o : e .
' . T 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, HLINOIS 62706 o Lo
L | (217) 782-6760
S SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST Authorition Ruber 9.9 _3
EPA 1D NG.- DO071¢ 852 3
Smith Paper Co, 5001 W, 66th Sy, ' _
~ 7 (Compary Name) Addsess . _0'_3__1__5__0_&_0__2_4_6‘_{;_
ChiCaZO I1linois 60638 - T Geﬂemturﬂumbe{ TR
CiW Slate Zip e -
- WASIE HAULER(S) , - L
u J W&Ste Refuse 5 g. 1613t Stt S. HOlla\.‘ld S}ﬂ_ﬂ_ﬂeg&s[m{ionﬂnmbef_0__8._.;.6__8‘_0._,'_.&_1
- Hauler Name Hau!erAédress . . LB i
— ﬁauler Name B:lui‘er;nddress.

Album Inc.

DESTINA?!UN BISPOSP«L SIORAGE OR TREMMENT SHE

119th Street
(Fac:hty Name) S Address
lcago: Illi.nois :
B T State . Tp
TO BE CONPLETED BY 1 B N < L
RASTECEMERAT® 7 wasiemwme _ Solvent N, 0,8, o Lionid
- I A o ‘(Liqusd Gaseous.Solid)

_1m£se'£c¢AL msm BEIG TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 15 OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIF ICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW.
' SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: ‘

—Se—lrvent—&&sj——_Elmuable—Liquid——

HAZARD CLASS: -

WEIGHT FOR
0.0.7. USE

u,,";mn

" WEIGHT FOR LE.PA USE MUST BE
- CONVERIED 10 CJ. 0. OR GAL.

METHUB OF SHIPMENT (Circle Dne}

’ IHIS IS 10 CER?IFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE 13 ?ROPERL‘! CLRSSEHED DESERiBED PACKAGED MARKEU RNG LABELED ANB IS 1N PROPER CDND!T!UN H]R ¥RﬁNSPl}RTATI€}N

-_'lH.GCCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT EIF TRANSPORTATION. . B

1

[}EFEBY,M'-HEE 0 AND_ CEATIEY THE ABGVE WRITTEN INFORMATION

\\\"—‘H_ — \‘—L‘"i"t‘- -‘\—\

(Auihorized S:gnalum} oo

* (Aulhorized Signature)

A FREATMENT FACILITY™
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::‘L £32-4i0 =
wCa2d N STATE OF ILLINQIS -
TG BE COMPLETED 8Y ENWVIRONMENTAL PROTECTICN AGENCY ' HES_]_ZS
WASTE GENERATCR DIVISION OF LAND FCLLIUTICHM CONTROL
) Ty ; 2200 CHURCHHL RDAD, SPRUQGHELD, ILLINDIS 42704 -
- . 1217 782-6740 r\h[l“rﬂf!l&hﬂﬂ Numper 3.9_..;. j = .Sﬂ
. SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST a E

H g Stk Paper €O Srol W™ sr. 31285807377 = 31 Coo02Y G

Loaipavy hame: iowess L Frong Numtes Tompeaiz twnge 1
CHICALY AT, TLdoo5120423

HARTE mALes 3

b?:}_wg\_\.TC f(’JD L /(./,8 ir Vaﬁ"}‘ },{,}Mﬁ,‘uf‘ !‘L S.W H Segustralion Humnetgﬁéﬁgg

- Nduet Nama } KAt ACHIESS s . S
. e —
31233151777 TLT /180010397
Prone HNumdes . EFA “umpar
' S.W.H Registralion Nember oo
. Hauiar Name R Hauler AQOress . 2 “E
~
. - Prone Numger - TEPR Numcer -
' GESTHATGR — DRPSSAc 5 TI8AGE UR TREATMENT SiTE .
. A BN Tk 20 & 3™ 57 T 0316 003
sFacialy Hame} AUBESS . K S “wmoer 5
CHicdso 1L e ELtooo07/6652
City Sedte [ Phong Humaer EP4, Humper . E
Angrnale (Facmy Namep N Aooress . T T T w ‘.
- ity Stare ) T Prome thmeer 24 Sumaer -
TG BE COMPLETED BY ' - o :
WASTE GENERATER J; :
LT WASTE HAME: 504 Vet N2 S. . WASTE FHASE: £/ ¢°f Z _ - -
- " THE SPECIAL WASTE GEING TRANSPORTED UNDER TRIS MANIFEST 1S 0F THE COT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED NMEDIATELY BELOW: fuiqu. Gaseous. Sabal; o r L
SHIPPING DESCRIPTIGN: HAZARD GLASS: /V 4 b N
- 1593 oot DS
SoLET MOS.  Flimmallé Lipeip T ON o NA Number _ TERA HW Nuniber :
oie Onei
WEIGHT FQR G:g) WEIGHT FOR | £.P_A. USE MUST 8E . 0 o} 7 g_(, (_) "‘ e -
S .o DOTLUSE __Llj_% TONG lcucie ovey  CONVERTED TO CU. ¥pS, ORGaL,  GUANIITY OF WASTE DELIVERED: =2 — — 2 TR
S 3]
; HETHOO OF SHIPWENT (Gircie G (DREMS e 52' TAHK TRUCK GPENTRUCK - OTHER {Speciy) ' N

o - Humier

THIS £5 TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABDVE-NAMED WASTE ARE PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED. PAC?AGED MnRKED AND LABELED AND ES iN PROPER GUN[HT!ON #0R TR#NS?GRTATIU'W
!N AC-CORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGURATIONS DF THE L LHOES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION ANDER AL : . / ;
1 HEREBY AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN !NFORMALBN _ W - L L - DATE: ’{/" 2" ;2-

1AUIRAn SIGN3tUIe

WASTE H&ULER

X THE &ESTiMFlON AS INDICATED:

{Aumumau S:gna{\.te:

1 HEREBY CEATIEY THAY THE ABOVE- UESCHIBED ‘NAST‘E ANU {!I}ANFI?‘! HR&E'ECF DE‘R'PEVNDITEUM FOR TRANSPORT AND 1 nlCi(NU"'i'LEDGt

" -{Authorrzed Sng':atmﬂ

1POSAL: STQRAGE, A TﬂEﬁTMEﬂl’ FACRITY™

/i _// !M,;,.?,{ J(L

- AAatnafged ogndiare)

B4RT - 3 EPA AT 35AE




ALBURN Iﬁc OFFIcES 111 W, WASHINGTON ST., CH[CAGd ILL:NOIS 60502
d " FI.ANT 2200 EAST’ $1197H ST.. CHICAGE, ILLINOLS 60617
: B (312) 743 4966

Signature of Generator s Agent and Tttle : Date S Time

DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL &/OR: WORK

[ certify that the described liquid waste 'was hatled in a vehicle with a valid Ii_ciuidl

waste. regrstrat:on certlﬂcata to the fac:i:ty named below.
DISPOS!TION

Name ERACE o : . Permit No.-

- Address 7. <

e

incineratton




ALBURN Inc OFFICE: 111.W. WA HINGTON ST.. CHICAGS, ILLINOIS 60602
" PLANT: 2200 EAST 1397H ST., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60617

R 4 (312) 7434966
< Ne 17",‘8 " GENERATOR

Pt Papince.

ODrsbuaio, 9 7 '; [~2-

L

Signatu ra of Generator's Agent and Title ' Date _

| stmzn# i hoospa AR

i certlfy that the described ilquid ‘Waste was hauledin a vehlcle !'mth' a vahd qumd
waste registrat:on certificate to the facility named helow. '

D_ISF_'OSITION
h “k{“m A
Address ___> o0 S ’:’;?‘3‘1

___,... Tt

C/ lncmerat:un

) r.:ertlfy that the ahove named cantractor dellvered the descnbed i:qu:d waste to this
faclity. oo _
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iL £72-410 - - - =

i arem | T R STATE OF ILLINOIS S A
TC BE COMPLETED BY . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY LT 5&1158
3

DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL

WASTE GENERATOR . _ . ' :
o 2200 CHURCHELL ROAD, SPRHNGFIELD, ILINOIS 62706 ' o -
kot MG . (217} 782-6760 Aulhorization Number __Y, G 3_ _Z,, __c]_ =
. _ _ SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST o i N !
V{m;ﬂ- Paper co 5oof W™ sn 31t 7.355’0_7_7_7 23 | Gooor 24__i
-+ {Gompany Namea) Address - : Phone Number " Genetator Number . 24
CHICALO oL w’-?ﬁ e I_t;_b_ggéL;_iés_
Cily - Slale ' Zip EPA Number :
s WASTE HAULER(S} _ o o P
b "'TU‘L&T/ '(70 L {éB iys &u—//. }éa'?"‘! /L 3 Wﬁ ;ie.g.aslralaon Murmher _O._......Q é...e_ ..O..Q J_
5 3

Hauier Name ~ Hauler Address

ILT’I8OO 1L321 )

EPF« Numhar S

l_-lg;_;ln__‘r i\_l_ajma S - HaulerAddress’ T .. -7

ST . T S o - Phona Number
DEST!NMEON LT DISPOSAL STORAGE GR TREATMENT SITE
Az.é’u/?;v M- //7’“’ S T 3 .
T (Facllily Hame) - - Address T - "" T A ~
(chfleo L ;(.L i L ILpaooz/é 352_
C Gy S “Phona Number "_"__'f‘_ EPR Humber -~ :

- Alfernate {Fa_ciiity_ Name] = . < fs_ifg Number . .46
_ Ty e _ N e T e
70 8E COMPLETED BY R . s R _ R L
WASTE NAME: ____ SGLUEMT‘ MM C') S, T nete prasE: A Guen
THE SPECIAL WASTE BEIS TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE 00T maxan CLASSIFICATION INDICATED \MMEDIATELY BELOW. fliquid, Gaseous, Soiid)
*SHIPRING JESCRIPTION - . - L ' _
Y 6ottt

. EPA HW Number %

. é Q m@clfcie One) :

501.()5/5/! N()S' rMmmA&C’ l_/erp

WEGHTFOR 4 |4 @ 3 \WEIGHT FOR (£, USE MUST BE
USE . 1 HUO TOS (el ane)  CONVERTED 70 00, 05, OR G- “”AN““' oF WASTE ”E“"’E“E“ =

2. Gl YDS

. METHOD DF SHIPMENT {Circla One} {DHUMS_iL_} - TANK TRUCK DFEN TRYCK GYHER (Spe{:ﬂy)

Numher

THIS 15710 GERTiFY THAT THE ABDVE NAMED WESTE ARE PROPERLY C!_ASSEF!ED DESCRIBED PACKAGED MMKED AI\ED LABELEI] .ﬂND IS IN PH{J ER ONGITIGN FOR TRANSPGHTMEGN
N ACCGRBRNCE WITH THE APPLiCABLE HEGULAT!QNS OF THE ELLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF TR SP[}RTM'iON AND LEP.A.

N L_ EREBY J\EHEE T{} J\ND (:ERT!FV THE ABG\JE WHITEEN 1NFGRMA‘FE{1N '
{Aulharized- Signalure)’

-.;--

1 HEREBY CERT!FY THAT THE ABQUE DESCH

\BED WASTE AND QUANTITY. H_Aﬁérﬂ:
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1'\|. '.'1 .
OF’F!CE' 111 W WASH!NGTON S'r.. CH[CAGQ. !LL.mms 60602

PI.ANT 2200 East 1197H S71., CHICAGO, lLLlNO!S 60617
(312) 743-4966 .

.. \‘!\3‘){" ,3-:’ ] ’
! 1"““3 .f GENERATOR UL

y T P 3-8l -'—;.'*'-,rzﬁa.rf__.-'}{ R
SIgnature of Generator s Agent and Title Date S
DESCRiPTiON OF MATERIAL &/0R WORK

e S eats._ﬁ

) 'St_ream D&

I

1 ceftsfy that the described fquid wasta was hauled m a vehtcie Iwath a val;
wasta registration cerhf:cate to the facility named be!ow. i ) .

DISPOSITION |

tid liquid

Parm:t No.

IR (1-"( a5

i o

J"‘ "‘"“"\—.\
,;_ng_neratiop e
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STATE OF [LLINQOIS

TO BE COMPLETED BY ERYIROMNMENTAL PROTECTION AGEMCY. : D 2 ? 3 1 1 D -
WAST_E SENERATOR OVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL e | {
Lo 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, HLLINGHS 62704 f
T ; (217) 782-6740 . _ :
o : o SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST patbonmion et 3.9 29 33 1
5 ) 13 H
{:
H,P, Smith Papet Co. 5001 West 66th Street EPA ID NBILDOO716852 P
{Company Name) ) Addeess ) _Q_ll_ﬁ_il 0___0__2_ _4__6_ E
Chicnra ILLINOIS - 69&35 Generator Number pi
! < iy - S Zg (312) 458-0777 1
WASEL HAULERTS) P
3 o 654 F, 161st St. South HOI}-&I&@H Reg:stralmn Humber ol

Haulet Hame Haules Address i

__ . e
_ : ; " S¥H. Registration Humuer I &
Hauler Hame Hauler Address k) to

CESTHATION — DISPUSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE T f . . Lo ;

Album Tne, : 119th Street = s n_l,Ls:Lg,ngLi

{facﬂ:l}f Hame) ) Address . Site Number

) {"hir-::xgn . . I1)ineis FED IDd ILDODO?IGSSZ

City Statz in

1 TO 9E COMPLETED BY

WYASTE GENERATOR . - . .
————  wswsme..Solvent N (OS5 WASTE PHASE: Lirmuid
- o {bqu;d Gascuus. Sohd)
1 - N 1993 _ EPA Waste No, DOOL
| THE SPECIAL WASTE BEING TRARSPORIED UKDER THIS MAIFEST 1 OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSITICATION mDICATED wawepwieystowe 14, 400 Lbs
SHIPPIAG DESCRIPTION: HAZARD CEASS: AT
g C - VEIGHT FOR ' 4?).
Qn'lveﬂ!* N n_q ¥ lammable Lirndid - DT USE ]Z:L &Dn ~ N_S(_:ir;lenne)

WEIGHT FOR LEP.A USEMUSTBE '
CONVERTED TO CU. YOS ORGAL  © . : Qumn' OF WASTE DELIERED: Jl _O_J._ .1_.6_

METHOD OF SKIPMENT {Circle One) TANK TRUCK OPEN TRUCK . O‘EHER(Sueuly!

FHAS |5 TE) CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NANMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCREBEI} PMKAGED N'»MKED .‘\NB I.ABELED NG 15 N PRO?F.FI CUNB!TEQN FOR TR,’!NSP(}R?M%M
EN hCCl]RDANCE wmi THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE GEPARTMENTY OF 'IRANSPURIMEUN .

i iiEREB‘{AGREE T{‘.l AND CERTIFY THE ABGYE WRITTER lNFORN‘[A?IUN

.. {Arthorized Signature)
D!SPNAI.. S!OIMGE, OH TREATMENT FAGILITY" -
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STATE OF ILLINOIS

10 BE COM?LETED BY ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASTE GENERATOR . e DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION ‘CONTROL )
- v , .. .. 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFELD, ILLINOIS 62706

AN o (217) 782-6760
e SPECIALWASTEHAULENGMAN!FEST

_H,] '?. smith Paper Co.

- g

Authomatwn Number 2_ 9__2_ _3_ _3_

5001 West 66th Street EPA ID NBILDOO?IGSSZ
\ hi_ - (Comgany Name) L - Addrass L g_}_l_ﬁi_o_lg_ﬁ%z__g_i
- “ . s - -1--!‘ INO S : enerafor Number o
hicago: NOT — 60638 (312) 458-0777
WASTE HAULER(S)

_'-'_n & 1 Waste Refuse

Hauter Name

65& E, l6lst St. South Hﬁllaﬁd}l Registmhun{'iumbe:

'. Hau!er Address
Hauler Nime' : .Ha.uie-r Address :
nzsr’mmmn - l}lSP_OSAL STORAGE OR IREA1§E_£N¥ SIE
. Ine., 1192:h Street
: (fa:rhly Name} . - e

l"hir‘ncrn = - FED ID# II.DOOO?IGBSZ' '

iy ]
m BE COMPLETED BY “ 2
WASTE GERERATOR

Lm— whSTEMM& q{n'lmcmt' N n.s

\‘MS?E ?H“F

I 'IQQ"l

- THE SPECIAL WASTE B

SHiPPNG DESCRIPTION: . BAZARD CI.ASS

_E]_amgh'l o 'I' -I n“" rl

Solvent N.0. S

WEIGHT FOR LE P USE MUSTBE. .~
CONVERTED T0 G110, ORGAL.

ME[HUB OF SHIPMENT (Circle One) AN mucx_ :__
1515 70 CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERLY
¥ ACCORDANCE Wi

GPEN mucx

TRANSPORTATION.

- FHEREBY AGREE. T{.'l hN!} CERT!FY THE ﬁBDVE WREHEN INFURMAT%GN

EI’A Waste No . DOOL.
BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 1S OF THE DOT Hmﬂn GLASSIFICATION INDICATED BAMEDIATELY BELOW:

_ wzrsmma -
9,071.Us 1

- QTHER (Saemfy‘

{qud Gascous, Sofid)

14,400 Lbs"' '

EE§S{ ci'tcie:u};'e-‘)-

400

Giscle One). ...

CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED PMJKAGED MﬁRKED AND LABELED ANG (5 N PRQPER COI{DITI{)N FGH IRA&SP(}RTM.I[]N:
WITH mE ﬁ?FliEﬂBLE REGUMI!GNS GF THE DEPARIMENT OF

VASTE AND INDICATED QUS




T R T i T A TS
& .

S : QFFICE: 111 W. WasHinsTON ST, CHICAGO. [LLINOIS 60602, _
. ALBURN' 'nc'_ FL.ANT- 2200 EAST 119TH ST, CHICAG ::..:_moss 60617

“(812) 743-4966

T b g e e

nzscmpnon OF MATERIAL &/OR WORK

L4 Dy A7 T Gals.

1 certlfy that the descnbed liq‘Lﬂd waste was hau

led in a \feh:cle with a val:d !:quid
waste registratron cestificate to the faczhty nam

ed below.

. Permit No.

Giinaration
nc:neration
(\..______'—4

_;.\‘—f'

' cerhfy that- the above named contractor ﬂelwered tha descnbed Iaqutd was
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'OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

TYRONE C. FAHNER
ATTOANEY GENERAL -
STATE OF ILLINOIS

TAKE NECESSARY AGTION

FOR YOUR APPROVAL

APPROVED

REPLY

RE-DO AND HE-SUBMIT
FOR YOUR COMMENTS .

" FORYOUR lNFOFIMATlON :

O FORYOUR SIGNATURE
REMARKS:

0:
a
g
E]

DRAFT (LETTER) (MEMO) FOR _
(MY) (YOUR) SIGNATURE

PER OUR CONVERSATION

SEEME ABOUT ATTACHED

RETURN

FILE :

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR .
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS




STATE OF ILLINOIS

Sy aaec P!.ETEDBY T ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
w,gc]";‘; czNEaATOR ~ . " DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
RN , . . .. 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, zmzuoss 62/06°
L ~.i-*- T - - (217)782-6760 S _
S , ~ . SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST _ Asthorization Namber 9 _9_ R s
EPA ID NO, ILDOO?I&GS‘“

o . (Company Name} . Address _ . _Q_a_l_ﬁ_o_o__aﬁz__[t_ﬁ
R Chic.ago L I1linois _ _. 60638 : Generator Rumhef
. Cily State - fp : (312) 453- 0??7
. WASTE HAULER(S}Y
I! & .l.. Haqtr-\ Befuse . _._ﬁié_E.._.]_ﬁlst_.SJ:._S.._Holland SWA. Remstmtnunuumher_ﬁ._a._ﬁ._a_ﬂ--oﬁl

. Hauler Name . ST . Hauter Addrass

Pl -
o LA ;‘) CR

' : R S:W.H. Regislmiit.m.ﬂumbér__'_ —_
Hauler Name : * Hauler Address T T, .38,

OESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE O TREATMENT SHE

" ] e id&?ess -

limots _FED ID# n.nooonﬁasé

[ . Sta_te . Chp -

T —— : S
- TOBE (OMPLETED RY
{ - WASTE GENERATOR

WASTE NAME: _S.olxent_u.,.o.,.s.,—.._._ wnmmss Licuid
e o (Uqusﬂ'(}'seai;s,Su d)

. EPA Waste No.
m£ SPECIM. WAS’fE Bimc IRM&SPORTED UNDER THIS MﬁNIEEST |s OF THE DOT Hnmﬁ CLASSIFICATION' mnlwsa IMMEB!MEL‘! BELOW: . . Y4 ALY
' smppme DESCRIPFION ST HAZARD cmsa

- WEIGHT FOR LEP.A USE MUST BE
LONVERTED.TO £U, YDS, OR GAL

METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Circle Gre) d@ TANK TRECK  OPEN TRUCK OTHER (Specity) i
. .>THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE 15 PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED; IARKED, AND LASELED AND- |s I PRGPER cunnmun FOR TRANSPORTATION,
+ INACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION,




e e e Rt At e T s

L. | ' STATEOFILLINOIS o
16 BE COMPLETED BY '- ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY - - 027 31 1 2 '
WASTE GENERATOR : DIVISION OF LAND POLULUTIONCONTROL ——  * .. 77—~ 7
- : - 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62704 : _
(217) 782-6760
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST :  pathorization Nmber _3 _9_ 29 _3_3
" EPA ID NO, iLDOO?lGBS’Z"’

H P _Smith Paner Co. 5001 West 66th Street

(Gompany e - e | _Q_Z_L_ﬁ_ﬂ_a_o._z_é_ﬁ
Chicap‘,o . o Illinois . 60638 _ Generatar Rumber :
Tily ST Sate Tip (312) 458-0777
. WASTE HAULER(S) - .
aste Refuse - F)'i& E.h 161sc St S Holland SWH Reglstratmnﬁumher_Q_..B._ﬁ._&_ﬂ-_ﬂ_.l

Haules Name _ Hau!ef Address

Hauter Name

Hauier Address
S _ DESTIMATION ssSFUSALstAGEURmmMEmSITE _ ‘ e
1 Inc o 'ngi-h q&-rn;r - o : ; 8.0
-__' (faclltiyﬁame) R o '_«.._'_-__.-__I_g_"""',ﬁl&?ess i IR -9-*3-_]5?3‘-_%;
'-(‘hicaqn : T 1114nede o 2D - FED ID# ILD000716852
: oy — o T - Sute Tip
A GE AATOR T ) : Cl
g - ms;gumg___solge nt N n_s_ - ) o WASTEPHhSE : _1_-!m1-!.—1 o
- el C -(Hqut&'ﬁseuns.Sol:d} RS
) e EPA ﬂaste No. DOOL .
THES?ECMI.W&SYE BE]NGTRENSPGRTEB UNDEH TH!SMRNIFEST lSUFTHEBGT Hmﬁ CLﬁSSlFiCJ\TI{)N INBICMED lMMEDlMELY BELG'H‘ ' 1‘. ll-OO LBS

suwmsniscm?num L Sl ﬂmnncus&

'_; -u'ss

WEIGHT roa __
2 TONS {circle one_}'f

D.0.T, USE

. WEIGHT FOR VEP A USE WUSTBE: S5 v L

muvam 10 CU. YOS OR GAL “QUANTITY OF imiST'a iJ'EL’WE_ain: .g‘_?_g__],__]!_a -0

b . METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Sircle One) d@ Tk mucx QPENTRUCK ... OTHER (Spetify)=
- THFS IS T CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE TS PROPERLY: CLASSIFIED, aascmaﬁn ACKAGED; mnzu A UBELED Mo-13 Y PR(}PER‘CGNDHION FOR:

o .. IN ACC-GRDANCE WITH.THE RPPLICABLEREGULATIUNS 0F THE DEP&R‘{MENT OF TRANSPDRTA“{}N s Tt
i alﬂiREBYAGREE JOAND ﬁERTlFY THE AB{WE WRITIEN. lHF{}RM:\HBH SR o e




OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

-

TYRONE C. FAHNER
ATTOANEY GENERAL
STATE OF ILLINOIS

m

TO:

FROM:

TAKE MECESSARY ACTION
FOR YOUR APPROVAL
APPROVED

REFPLY

RE-DO AND RE-SUBMIT
FOR YQUR COMMENTS
FOR YOUR INFORMATION
FOR YOUR SIGNATURE

nRoooon

REM;&HKS:

Fl

oo

DATE: . - : N

DRAFT (LETTER} (MEMOQ) FORL
MY} [YOUR) SIGNATURE

PER OUR CONVERSATION |

SEE ME ABOUT ATTACHED

RETURN

FILE _

SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR
ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

R e T

A b R L ST

AR pr—




U BEALUMKLETEL BT
__.WAET§ GEMNERATGR

SR NV IRURNME N ALPRUTEC HON AGENCY™
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, iLLiNOiS 42704

uma:;a

Y .
(217} 782:6760 i
: . SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST Authorzation Humber 3. 3 2 9 3 3
: | . EPA ID NO. ILDOO716852
§ __ 5001 West 66th Street
. . _ \Company Name) Address _0__3___1.__6_ Q_ﬂﬂ _2__4__6
S Chicago T1lincis 60638 Generatae Number
A Tty State Chg (312} 458-0777
,; WASTE HAULERLS}
’ 654 ¥, . 161t SE. S Holland swa Registratron Humber _ﬂ._&_ﬁ..&_ﬂ--ﬂ-—l
Hauler Name Hawier Addrass
. gw.'ﬂl:ﬂ'ég'.isl.ralie.n Numb_er..__ _.____
Haglar Mamna Hauies Address 1
- . DESTIRATION — OESFOSAL SIGRAGE QR TREATMERT SITE-
g1burm_Inc ._;L1a:h_stxggz;_ﬂ»__;______u.ﬁ.
s - . diesy T .

. {hiesgo
Z

{Faohity Hame) BT

: . EPA Waste No, DOOL

" SHIPPHiG BESCRIPTION:

- IHE PECIAL ‘A‘hSTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DCT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED iMME{HATELY EEU]W‘

HAZARD CLASS:

Sk -'\

~WEIGHT FOR LE P.AL USE MUST 8€° -
- CONVERTED 10 CU. Y03 0R GAL

THIS IS TC[ C‘ERT!F‘I’ THAY THE ABOVE HAMED SPECIAL WASTE i3 PRGPERL‘I’EMSS!F!ED I}ESCRIBED PM:MGEE] M.QRKED Mi!] U«BELE{‘.I AND-13 |N PRBPER CGNOITIGN FGR TRMS?[!RT.I\ H]
I?{AC(:BRDMCE wms THE AFPUL‘.—'\BLEREGULAT?GRS GF THE DEPWMEN[GF -TRANSPORTATION. -=% . .+

_ I1tinaie :

Cily Slata Tip
~ TQ BE COMPLETER 8Y . - . .
. WASTE GENERATOR | S - . . ' .
e waSTENAME: Solvent M O S, - T WASTE PHASE:

"(E'quz&' G' ase0us. Salul)

_1a 400 LBS

WEIGHT FOR
. 005 uEE

!EEREIBg&ﬁRTlfl H-Mi THE AEOVE !)ESBRIBES] $PEC$&L‘4'MSIE AN GUANTEY. HA&SEEH .M)CEFI

™ e
?WEPKE

. QCML \'MSIE AND W UTED QIJANTIT‘I’ H.I'-S HEEN ﬁﬂ !?ED AT THE SEYSP

Lt L
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R R G . . . " ) . D ST . . ) §
) -” T ) . PR
L ORI 111 WL W sT.. Cr | 60602
i FRICET 1 ARHIMGTON HICAGD, ILLINOIS
{ . - ALBU’ ‘N iﬂC. PLANT' 2200 East $197TH 57., CHICAGO, fLLINGIS GOE61T
i - ) C L. (312) 743-4968
2 . o B A i St A pGENERATOR :
5 . S WA ,-r"/?,s'_ - ,f—’\ M AL i
H - . - - N 3 . - k] -
.t . - = . _ /( '}v(f v{“{/\’—fip __'/‘ L o _-:?f
! - i ’ Signature ot’ Generato(s Agent and Tle . . - Time - .
J; ) DESCRiPI!DN OF MAT"'R]AL &/UR WGRK
R - b L
b ‘ "“"/ )8 L Yin! "'/z’, gy
P B

cﬂmfy t"nat the dn.scr;bed liquid waste was hauled in 2 vehicle with a va!ad I:qmd
waste registration cert:ﬂcate to the famiity named beiaw

T I L ) . Z 24 ; ,.w' . '_5 -'?'a""*--f";?— 4"-!’97"4«‘_.
B - . : Date. YL Yime ...
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. | STATE OF ILLINOIS : _
TO BE COMPLETED BY ENVIROMNMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 7 3 1 1_4
WASTE GENERATOR OIVISION OF LAND PQULUTIONM CONTROL S T T T

2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLTNICIS 42704

e e {217) 782-6760
- - SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST Aathorizabenfumzer 2. @ 2 9 3.3
, . . [] 3
, H,P.Smith Paper Co. 5001 W.66th Street
(Eampany Rame} Address ﬂ_iLﬁ_ﬂD_ﬂ_Q 468 G
Chicagn I11inais _60&38 Generator Mameer
Ty State g 319[&58_97,7
WASTE HadLeRis)
- N A T WUaatn Qnﬁlqe_ 654 ¥ TR1st Sk S. Hﬂl 121"1d L. 3%H. Begistiation Number _0__8_.5__8__0_1}..-1
T Harder Hame " Hater Address
' _ . i ' SHLH. Registrabion Mumber _._.
Hasler Name Hawler Addeess ] 2 . i 38
- o DESTINATION — DISFOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMEN T STk
Alburn Inc | 119th Street
{Faciity Name) i Adgress ' 'Q‘ =k hﬁi_umner .
Chicago, 111 I1linnis FED 1D# ILDOOQ716852
ity Sate - hg .
ASEE BeRERATAR | ‘
o e wstenane __Sol venj M 0.5, . - -wnstepnase Lianid '

{£iquid, Gaseous, Sokd)
: i

E.P.A.Waste No. D001
THE SPECIAL WASTE BLING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 15 OF THE BOT HAZARD CLASSHF ICATION. INDICATED IMMEBIATELY BELOW:

- '_ SHIPPING DESCRIP FION: e T HAZARD CLASS T 1&,490 LBS _
i D S&lvent N,0.S. T ___Flammable Liquid - - MR 4, s0 -%‘%?@mm

AY - WEGHTFORLEPAUSEMUSTBE . © ria e o I i‘“*““?}

4 - CONVERTED 10 4. YBS, ORGAL VT T MBIYORWASTEORLMERED 5 g 3.2 an

e - H'EHHO{II OF SHIPMENT {Circle Qne). - TAMK TRECK -~ OPEN TRECK - GTHER (Specify)
7 YHISS ™) CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE.NAMED SRECH PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, ﬂESERiBiD P

Mliiﬁﬁ:.{l MARKE!}, AND LABELED AND IS IN FROPER CONDITION FOR TRAMSPORTATION,
N - i ACCORDANTE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF iHE DEPARTMENT OF THANS?I]RTMION T . . . S

. : " lHEREEYAGRi;G/N /iﬂ' THE ABQVE WRITTEN INFORMATION =~ I e e I ST
SRR S S / a/L )

51

ey

{Authorired Stenatare)
‘_'\"'Jasrzﬂamﬁ L j . I~

{ﬁl;l;ﬂf BY [ERFIFT THAT THE ABOYE DESCRIBED SPECIAL ‘e‘MSIE ARG QUMTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED IN PR(}PEK CUNIEC@' flbﬁl?’ibmi} FACKNOWLEDGE THE DESTINATION AS

(Authomeé&gnature) - T o ’ "-3 4333

{Authonzed Signature} ' ’ 'q nf]n N
: UISPOSAL. STORAGE, OR IREATMEHTFM!LITT‘ i

I —
: - : 7 GEppasgpous waste sussecr R YRS
- J HEREBY CERTIFY THAT Th ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIA, WASTE A8D INDICATED QUANTITY YAS BEEN ACCEPTED A7 THE St LT iav& -

iAol . 2L n/l‘

‘f_,'. ’ /(Au.ha,,mdmmm ¢ ‘ Pemit Applied For 3

COMMEHTS OR SPECIAL RESTRUCTIONS:

4

1% ICLINOIS: "217 / 782-3627 R R R T Hntrn EMERGENCY AND SPILE ASSISTAKGE HUMBERS® puisIoC oIS sun;m 2302
- MSIRIBUTION: . PART . [ GENERATOR - ERNTIRY ¥PA T PART.I SITE T PART. A HAULER mr snm PARY <& GEN[RM!]R
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i OFFiCE: 111 w, WasHINGTON ST, CHicAgo, IiLinoig 60602
P ALBURN' Inc. PLANT: 2200 East 1191k ST., CHicago, itLinois 60617

; .

E

{(312) 743.49865

i o1ms e
) }““} GENERATOR 8 :

wt A Fn oo FA

; %z SRR N
. . o A T . i pran
o --’_J{\‘f‘-‘x!-.:.‘v' i {r‘ s g . \?_‘ ﬂ-.ffg ?:‘l :::5 ‘*7‘,‘?

I's Agent and Title Date

DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL &/0R WORK
LA e AL S sy

Signatyre of Generato

R R

S

Stream :Ip #

—— Gals.

£ ——
§ .
- - : . - -

i certify that the described liguid waste was hauled in 2’ vehieta with a valid tiquid

] waste fegistration certificata to the facility named below,
Foo- _ - DISPOSITION
. - ¥ ";' - . ! ) Pl 2 s B 4 ’
Permit No, L K
' ] ' ,.;’f Incineration -
5 . .

Other

: :_l.certify that the above
facility,. '

- .
LA
g

- “Signatyre of Operator ang Title

REMARKS

Named contractqr delivered the descrihgd liquid waste tg this

T2 I S T o, G s
- Date

L e

i,
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’_ : ALBU RN Iﬂc OFFICE: 111 W. WASKHINGTON. 57., CHICAGD, [LLINOIS 80602
. PLANT; 2200 EAsT 119TH ST.. CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60617
: GENERATOR .

ST {312} 743-49686
m‘? 5.1» 24 /%,m £

M_ur/@_/m,% L : 3~30°%3 2t

L Signature of Generator's Agent and Title ) Date _ Time
| “’ 5 -. | - . - ..
. | o . DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL &/0OR WORK _?_,J Dfvms

Stoam 08 LELDOCAHESTL e 2L 205"

- certify that the described liqm‘d- waste was hauled in a vehicle with a vaiid liquid
waste registration certificate to the facliity named below._

DISPOSITION

1T Address 2200 £ 4T 74~

: Other

Sfacility,

S:gnature of Operator and Ttt!e - .Date Time

_EMARKS

Name A/Av’&/? .é{—f” : - F.’ermit NQ%S’

I cert:fy that the above named ccntractor detivered the descnhed !zquzd waste to thss

et 2792 m.wf,.; JA;...,-;,}' 3~ ?M:z iﬁ&,&v,




TO 87 COMPLETED BY

WASTE GENERATOR
2200

P,Smith Paper Co.

STATE OF ILLINOIS

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706
(217) 782-6760

SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST

5001 W.66th Street

- I,‘__Zggu!hurizalian Number %_.9__2 9 .3. _‘ga

{Company Name) ) Address : _O._B_.I_ﬁ_‘o__ﬁ._o__?__,é__ﬁ_
Chicagn I1linois 60638 Generalor Numbes .
' G Sule Iy 317/a53—o777
- . . WASTE HAHLER(S) ) : N
- D& J Uaste Rofuse. el F 161st St S, Holland m SWH Regstation wter 0 8§ 6 8 001
: Hauler Hame . Hauler Address . I : EL
: Haufer Name Emmaiias ~Tiraler Address . &WH Registratmﬂﬂu:nher__ T T E
DESTIRATION — DiSPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SiTE )
Album Inc 119th Street » Ty
{Facility Name} _ Address ) . - ) %%ﬁuﬁ;ﬁ 3‘%
{‘hiaﬂgo '_[11; I1liinois FED ID§# 11LD000716852
Lity State Iip . i . .

. WASTE Q'AME:_Saluen;z_N,n_ Se

TGBE cﬁMPLETEB BY
WASTE GENERATCR

CWASTE ?anss T iguid : :
: (Liquid, Gaseous, Saiu!}

: E P. A Waste No.- DOO].
RTED UNDER THIS MANFESTISOF THE DOT HAZAREY CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIMELY BELOW: )
: , 14, 490 LBS

HAZARD CLASS:
llﬂ [&00 i ‘%’?{dmiﬂ onz}

?HE SPEG%AL WASTE BEING TRANSPO
- SHIPPING DESCRIPTICN:

' S%lvent N,0.5. -

' wsmm FOR
" D.O.T. USE

FIammable*Linuid'

o

P

T FGRIEPA USE MUST 8F -
CONVERTED 70 CJ. YDS. OR GAL

" quaNTITY OF wasﬁnt{w'ths’h?_ﬁ.;g'__.i_;'_ﬁ '“9‘-3— '

OTRER (Speci[y\
LABELH} AND lS N PRO?ER CUNB!TIUN F()R TRANSPOR¥RTIGN

DRUMS _TANK TRUCK OPEN TRUEK -

PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PhﬁKﬁGEB MARKEB AND
EP&RTMEM ar THANSP{)RTATEON

" METHOD OF SHIPMENT {Gircle One)

“THIS-IS 0 CERTIFY THALTHE ABOVE-NAMED SPLC! ;
IH‘&CCGRBI\NCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THED

| @M,/ﬁ L/L

l HEHEB‘I AGRE E £E TO 4D CERTIFY THE ABGVE WRITTEN iNFURMM’IUN

/4T

'_ DAIE: .
{Authorized Signature) ;
E .t WASTE HAULER I~ -
. was " ‘-T . ~
L

AND § ACKNOWLFDGE THE DESTINATION. A5

. N F[!gﬁﬂff&ﬁ

' ‘(IFY THAT THE ;\BOVE BESCRIBED S?ECIAL WRSE AND QUENHTY HAS BEEN ACCEPIEB ¥P~l PHGPER C()NNIIO

{Authorized SsEﬂaiure)

r"? Ranld

: (Anthmzed Sipnatore)
AL BISPGHL. STGI'GME 1] THEATMEHT FAGILITY™® -

: ’ - . égqlis WASTE S'.}BJE[H TG FEE
o INBIGMED QUANN‘{Y HAS BEE!‘! ﬂCCEPTE[] Al THE SlTE SPEM iG\I'E. .

DATE __ZI _?zsz 8..2-

’ lﬁEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE- DESCRiBE{) SPECIAL WASTE Al

¥l 7 L‘L“-—: P /n' ,._.‘_ .
7 (Autharized Signature)

" ral

Perm}.t. Applied E‘or

SAENTS OR SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

o

_{

. pursie ILhNOIS: aau 7 424- aa

24 HOUR. EMERGENCY AND SPILL, J\SQIETAHGE HHMBERS‘ :
-:-PﬂRT G GENERM@R

PARI 7 WPA - PART -3 SUE - - PART -4 HAULER PARI : SIEPA

. l{LiNOIS. 2”;’ 782+ 353? e
DiSiR!BUU{"N PART - IGENERMDR'

SITE COPY : PART 3 :

Tar




- g

A .' L STATE OF ILLINOIS - A
¥O'\E COMPLETED BY " ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY QK . C 02731 1 £

WAaiTE GENERATOR , _ DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL . . AT, . . .
- - 2200 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, LINOIS 62706 _
. '_ ' (217) 782-6760

SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST T Mlho:izaﬁua Numi.:erﬂ-_,g._.z _9_3__3
£y ' . L ) e 3 [F}
' &“ﬂiﬁ“i’ P.Smlth Paper Co. 5001 W,66th Street ' -
‘ ’ {Company Name) ] _ . Address N : .O_a?L._l. 6 0 0 0 2 A 6 G
Chicaco : T11linois ) - 60638 GeﬂetaturNumher o
S Ty = State 2 Zi 312/458-0777
A . ' WASTE HAULER{S) o )
T) &' J Hagte Refuqe 654 E_161st St ‘)-HO}-}-and M 5w, Registration Number 0868001
_ Hauler Name Raul‘er Address . : S - -":
. . : .S.W.H_. Regist;a-lisn Nur_nhe!;_'-. -
Haules Name Hauler Address s BT
v DESTINMiGN—DISPOSALSTGRF'.GEGR TREATMENT SHE . o e L E
s . (Facility Name) _ -  Address R - C v Sitaﬂumbez .
3 Chlcago I11 - : Illlncn.s : : S FED ID I.LDOOO716852
e ooastte, City _ T State : Zin ‘ coe
+ o TOBE COMPLETED BY ‘ _ . e I _ _ "
" WASTEGENERATOR o we._Solveny N.0.S, - B msmms&l‘i”m-d

!' '_ .\. - {Liquéd, Gaseaus, Soltd)

| E.P.A.Waste No. DOOl_"'
THE SPEC!M. W.P.SIE BEING TR!".NSPGRTEB' UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS (]F THE BB}' HAZARD CMSSIF!ERTIGN iNDiCMEIJ IMMEBIATELY BELﬂ'ﬂ .

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: _ " HAZARD CLASS: oo
Sédlvent N,0.S. . Flammable Ll‘EUid } DWE;'G;H;TJS?R
[
" WEIGHT FOR LE.P.A. $SE MUST BE . IR S : T e :
 CONVERTED TO CU, YDS. 0% GAL. QUANTITY OF WASTE BELWERED:__Q_..O_._]._?___Q.%_ L o

 THIS 1S TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECH S PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, ?ﬁCKﬂ{;{D MﬁRKED ﬁND U\BELEU ﬁm) 55 m FRQ?ER CUNUITIUN faa T URT»_’(HQN,

- ,_IN ﬂCC{JRBMCE VATH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF mnmawmn

PP AR

) HEREBY AGREE T0 /IF‘! THE ABOVE WRITTEN INFORMATION ’ o S
DATE: o M; 5., ﬂ
: . - (Autholized Signatufe) i

WASTE Hﬁtli.sa '

) (Aul!wmed Signature}

_--_ e (Aulhnmed Signatoze) - .
BISFGSAL. STBHAGE. OR TREATMENTY Fﬂ.G!Lﬂ"f’

: L 2 D I S Hﬂlﬁﬂi}{!ﬁs WASTE SHBJEGT TO FEE ° g
) HEREBY CEHIFY TRM THE AB{}VE DESCRISED SPECIAL ‘-'MSTE MIE} ¥RBICATEB QU!’.NTIT‘( HAS BEEN A{:CEPED ATTHE Si‘i’E SPECIF!ED ABD‘.‘E. B

:.’f_ - e ._..
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Fr.,am: Z200 EAST T1G7H STl CHICAGD, Iu_wcls 60617

= G
ﬁw abme‘ namai* contractur deiwemr 'me descnbed kqurd wast

1

Sh

R

3




. STATE OF ILLINOIS .
10 BE COMPLETED BY ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY i D 2 7 3 1 1 8
WASTE GENERATOR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTIONCONTROL 77 - 7777%
: 2200 CHURCHWL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOQIS 62706
= (N7} 762.6760
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST mmun:aﬁun'ﬂumber.?.ﬁ_lﬁ 3 ;‘
Co 001 Weadt A6th Streat ..
1Company Name} Address _D._}_j 6 Q__D..CL_2_L._6_
i Ol eaem T114 pmend 53638 Generator Sumeer
"l vy Sate
! WASTL HALILERY 3} . :
: 3 3 - SHH fepstaten humver _D B 68 B0 0.1
Haules Hame Hauler Addsess 1 3
SN, Regrstration Humber e
Haaier Hame Hauler Andrass ? - n

DESTINATION — DISPOSAL SIGRAGE OR TREATMENT SITE

51

J/ B & Allgrn Ine 119¢h Street 9__3__1._&&&_3_1_
{Faciily Name) ] - Adoress Site Numbes
! Chicaga, T1. Tinetis , FED IDF TLICOO0Ti6052
1 Gy State Lip
i
. 70 BE BDHP;:ETED BY
- WASTE GENERATOA
Cop —eemt . wsitvae_— Selvent W 0. So - WASTE PHASE: Licnid
(Fiquig, Gaseous, 3ald} )
. B« Ps Ao Waste Mo, IOO1 _ :
THE SPECIAL WASTE BEING. TRARSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOVE 14,400 1BS T
SHIPPING DESCRIPTICN: .. HAZARD CLASS: : o
AT : : YIEIGHT FUR :
s Solyent WM. 0.8 Plommable Liguid . S071use.—1h,L00 TS aicte ane)
L] WEIGHTFOR LEP.A USE MUST BE ‘“'e One) i

CONVERTED T0 CU. YBS. OR GAL QUANTITY OF WASTE OELVERED: Q. Q4.7 0.0

¥

ME‘IHUI) OF SHIPMENT (Tircle Ore} - TANK TRUCR OPEN TRUCK . {THER (Sgacily)

THIS 15 TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOYE-RAMED SPECIAL WASTE 13 PROPERLY CLASSIFIED. DESCRIBED, FkCﬂ#.GED WMK&D AN{} LABELED AND 15 M PROPER CGNDETIGN FOR TRANSPORTATION,
IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT GF TRARSPORTAHOI.

«Authortzed Ssgnalu:er

{ REREBY AGREE. T AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRI‘EIEN HIFORMATION: _ -

; 'BME_..J.q,bB/f&?r—_

e [ e —— e

. WASTE HAULER .
- ~ApiyEn
:Hlll]FiREB‘f CERTIFY THAT THE &BG‘IE DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASIE AND QUANTITY. HAS SEEN ACCERY! !Eﬁ 3 wtjmﬁfﬂ i !?T ARD  ACKMOWLEDGE ?HE DES?EHAT!GN A3
. I 5 nd / :
w_ri# ig.,( G e e e
Dok T {Authorized Sngr%f . R e
| — :

fAurthonzed Signature)
 DISPOSAL, SIOMGE. HH THEHMEHT FAGH_IT‘I‘

/x{/?/. &L

';_ 7 (ﬁulhunzeﬁ‘S:gmlur&!Vﬂ ~,

Pami_% Appliod_ Por

_ COMMENTS 08 'spzcm..msmucmm

© *24 HOUR EMERBENGY ARD SPILL ASSISTANCE HUMBERS® -
PART -3 SEIE TART - & MAULER  PART .5 IEPA

W ILLIRGIS: 217/ 132-1637 A o -~
- DISTRIBUTIGN: PART - 1 GENERAIDR PART - 2 1EPA

 qurSioe UNOIS suﬂuzasaﬂz 5
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. Name~

Gl T, R SO

: an

OFFice: 111 W, WASHINGTON ST., Cin
) ALBURN’ 'ﬂc_" - PLANT; 2200 Eagy "9TH ST, ¢

(312) _743-4966

whr

30 2

A s,

&
iy
1
=

il

135 Y
e GENERATOR

-

1

N DESCRIPTION oF MATERIAL &/0R WoRK

waste registration certificate o the faci(j

- DISPOSITION

ty named below,

w2 Address

. "Incineration '

—_— ___________._____.-_____ ——-—-_._..._______ —_—
_ Signatura of Generatar's Agent and Tite Date . Times

v . s . . - S ; T - ' _
Stream 1pa \ Gais, —_—

! certify thag the describeg liquid waste wag hauled in g vehicle with g valid qu_uid




W . t"’_‘f“““" R AL *-1——;&' T N TR —awna&m-wmmzwt:m—i;;unwﬂ"'“' ‘-f-—-‘-'-’-'*"&;“k‘“""-“'"“-";"”'*‘"“ - *
I OFFICE: 111 W WASHINGTON 7., CHICAGQ, {LLINOIS 60602
. | ALBURN |nc. - PLANT: 2200 EasT 119TH ST, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60617 :
; E (312) 743-4965 g
H [3‘ : - i
- 14"8 GENERATOR L
B H P G/M;ﬁ: (’ﬂff PRl e . e
ol 1 _r) - ' [ R A . ) -, '_ . ;
| [t . R S15 D
i Signature of Generator s Agent and Titte : Data _ Time 1
. . .
e ll . ) DESCR!PT!ON OF MATER!AL &/0R WORK i 1 _
IR : o P 1106 ] : -
A Stream 1D# D Rifoanl Y & ; .Ga!s. o l . ’
|25 o , L.-
? “* | certify that the described fiquid waste was nailed in a vehicle with a vatid liquid- .’ ;
] waste registration certificate to .the facility named below. ) ;
' . f DISPOSITION . !
- i
- e H
i : -Name /:? /f’ gt e /{Jf-_.__ - Permit MNo. = /_:_.{i’.i?’ ' i
- - ) _ {
. Address 200;‘ !(/’{Té o E
N < ‘ - : - ] y i

::ncmeration : R
L e Ll

{ certlfy thaf the abuve named cantractcr de!wered the descnbed lEqusd waste to thl.."-

}gffi7ﬁf;r/<ébé?§“ Ltoimy. cﬂw*firzézfz’ Q? 53”;;;5?*

. Signature of Dperator and Title < _ -Date o Time




e STATE OF ILLINOIS

" 7O'BE COMPLETED BY - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY R {]27 31 1 8
WASTE GENERATOR DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL ' - - T T T T Ty
R s 2900 CHURCHILL ROAD, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 62706 '_ :
» . {217) 782-6750 ) _
: SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST : N ﬂu{hamalmn Number_?‘g_z.g 3 ;_
x Co €001 Weak 66th Street
. {Company Name) - Addeess . .ﬁ._3_3 6 ﬂ_ﬂﬂ_l_lpﬁ—
. . : ' 5:'!_ 5 3 B . Generatur fhumber
. City State aip
WASTE HAULER(S} . . o . o X
1. .S.W.H.-Registmlion Number _ﬁ_ﬂ- 5..8—-0_.-0_1
Hauter Name Hauler Address . . .- : oo
— - S'HH Registration Number______;__
- Hauler Name ' o Hauter Address a2 L
' ' DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SWE- ~~ .~ "~
l ! t Allmzm Ino - ' 119th Street . - _Q._B_J_,.&_D,,_D_.31
. {Facifity Name} .-, Address - . - - . Slte feiember
(‘hicagn o R Tllinots - m m# nmoo716852
T0 BE COMPLETED BY ) B .
WASTE GENERATOR a . o . . ) _
e wastEdAE . Solvent N, 0. S : T - WASTE PHASE: nid
. . : { nqmd Gaseous Solid)
. Ee P. A. Uaa‘ks Mo. D001
: THE SPECIAL WASTE REING TRANSPORTED HNDER THIS MAN EFEST 15 OF THE BOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION !NDICATED IMMEDMTELY BEL{)W ’ ) 1 h I.IDO IIBS
o SHIPPING DESCRIPTION.  ~ - ‘;, HAZARD) CLASS: S !
B ' < WEIGHT FOR -
R Solvent M._S.__... Mﬂ@iﬂ——— " BOTUSE. __11;,1.;09__ IS (ciccle one) -
o .

T

WEGHTFOR LEPA USEMUSTBE . . B SR
CONVERTED T0 C4l. YDS. OR GAL ©* . QUANTITY OF WASTE DELIVERED: QL _0_._1__';_0_9.

e N

. METHOD OF SHIPMENT (ClrcieURE) : TANK TRUCR - UPENTRUCK UTHER{Spscam

THIS IS TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE- IS PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKI\GED mARHED MEB LABELED ﬁN{l 3N PRGPiR COND!TE{)N FOR TRMSPORTM!GN
M ACCORDANCE WiTH THE APPLICABLE REGU LM!(}NS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. :

IHEREBY AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEM INFORMATION -~ . R e T AL M R : E
. _ {Agthorized Sigrature) S

'ﬂlﬂi HAULER

STt ~AAYAr

: }*ﬂ%ﬁigﬁ}gncmﬁﬂ THAT THE ABGVE DES{:REBE{} SPECIAL WASTE .&NB QUMT?T‘( HAS BEEN :\CCEPi' luﬂﬁﬁlﬁ @y_m]tun,ram

(1{ }ﬂ ;ﬁ/éi’;z{/‘g/ f-%f

{Aulhunzed S:gnath) s

A7 AND i J\CKN(}WLEI}GE THE BESTENM!UN 'AS

o

. (nuthuﬂzed Signature} .
BISNSM., STOBﬂGE Of TREATMENT FAGILITYY

ﬁTTOﬂVEY me SUBIECT TO FEE.

A HEHEB'( CERTIFY IHﬁT THE EBGVE DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND |NDlCﬂTED QUP'NHW HQS 3EEN ACCEPTED AT THE SﬂE SFE{“HED .RBGVE - _

_(ﬁulhonze:f Slgnature}L - "" 3
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. . Hauier Name . Hauier Address E n
= - SWH Registmboa Nember ., _ -
- Hawgr Name B . Haular Adress 12 1
- : DESTINATION — DiSPOSAL STORAGE A TREATMENT SITE _
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N . . e . . {Ligquid, Gasaous, Soln}
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e Hauter Name . Hauter Address R |
i R - T S W, Registration Numher._';;__ g :
__Hauler Name Hauler Address . o : : .o BEE
R © S DESTINATION — DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREAIMENT SITE B _ . . ,.-
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facthi L L
- /f f fl/'(!;’.;:";-;v‘x'(‘ ( L-’-ﬂw I f; fiaa T /C ZG”FC
" Signatire of Operator and Title Date

'REMARKS

o




FEyss I
ALBURN h'lc. ely r-'1c1=.. 111 w WASHINGTON ST..

Eﬂ

FLANT: 2200 EAsT 1197TH 5T., CHICAGO, [LLINGIS 80617
(312) 743-4966 ' ’

1?23
g =l

.
Jood
7

GENERATOR

-').

=-!r-".»=="‘ ¢

,{\‘

N

Date

. - .
L '\-‘_-_..4_ Lo - . - .__ .
. . T i [y
. ) . - - -
ﬁ% N * N
L
. £ : -
!:f -t s SR . _':__'._"_'"."“"_."'“"’_'" T ) _
- R ';\' - = N i R
5 AT . FON .‘\_ - . ; .
: CHICAGO, [ILEINOIS 60602 !

S s:gnatura of Generator s Agent and Title Time

- DESCRIPTION OF MATER!AL &/ OR WORK

|

Gals.

‘f;é@@mgiibgn47zavzf-;

1760

[ certify that the described liguid waste was hauted in
waste registration “certificate to the facility na

1

a vehicle with a vafid liquid
med helnw.

2zaggm

N cert'lfy that the above namie

4 4,

JJ-\-"‘" . ——
Incineration—
t....:_..,---"'

-+ Other

DISPOS!TION
Name “{’a i““’“’“ : fV‘;" _ permit No, G2/ 1225
1 e 200 E 00T C

d contractor dehvered the described I;qusd waste to th:s

-

Sagnature of Operator and Title

. Date

Time

ek i it S i ot st s i




(a2 8ran : B STATE OF ILLINOIS
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: {2¥7) 782-6760 Aulhorization Number ___,i_. _9._..3.. 3_. :
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ity .. State - Iip
T4 8E EOMPLETED BY . o .
WASTEGENERATOR  \oeneme—_ Solvent N.O S, - - . ..__WA'STEPMS&' Lignid

(Ligaid, Gasesus, Solid)

I

I : ' : E.P.A, Waste No. DOO]. ST
mesv{cmwasm BEING TRANSPORTED LINDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF THE nmnman CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMEDIATELY BELOW. S T
i - * SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: C T R amomss AR T

' T WEIGHTFOR _g
__S.Ol&lent-blrﬂ-rsf———— _E_],a;zmgble_r.iqu-id—-— 0.0.T. BSE ___1_&,,_&.3.0__ ) (ccrclecne]

WEGHTFORLEPAUSEMUSTBE. -+~ - <o =i o0 .-Cima-om s :

CONVERTED 10 CU. Y0S. 0RGAL ~ Tt QUANTTY OF WASTE nztlvé:ﬁ'ébi_';ag_a_].;.?_'&,c?’ ERR ot o p—

METHOD GF SHIPMENT (Ciecle Cne) DRUMS TANK TRUCK - GPEN TRUCK OTHER (Specify)

TH!S I$ TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIATWASTE 1S PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, FACKAGED MARKED, !\ND MBELED ANI} isIN PRGPER CDNDH'!GN FOR TRANSFORTATION,
- kCu(]RDRNCE WiTH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE !)EPARTMENI 0F TRANSPURTMIBN T ) - Do .

{Authonzed S:gﬂature)

{ HEREBY AGREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN lNFDRMATiGN

m-‘-_-_& 2= %2

WASTE HMILEH

I HEHEBY CERTIF\‘ THAT THE ABOVE- BESCRIBED SPEﬁIﬁL “IASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN RCCEPIED IN mﬁ’m@!mnﬁ

oR 1{ } fI AND I ACKﬂﬂWLEDGE ms £ DESTINATION AS L
-‘.ow Uk, Ao okt

:  BATE: ___é_/ 7’..J _5.2.. {
tAuthaﬂzei! Signature)

el (ﬂ.ulhomed Signaium) .
DIS?BS#L.STBH&BE OR TREATMENT FACILITY* oo T

ﬁTTC,fg vE HAZARDOUS WAGTE SUBIECT 0 FEE i —
lﬁiﬂia\‘&ml?nﬁm e /ovz DESER[BED SPECIALWASTE ANO INDICATEE QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED AT THE S Yemnh:aag__% ST e

/7/7/ il

(ﬁulhonze{!.‘i:gnalure; , L ';Perm:lti--,app.lied_Fo'r

7 ‘sg_gmmmﬁmﬁcnaw T e e el

‘_Z# Hﬂ{i't EMER[‘:‘EHB)‘ AHD SPILL ASSIST&NBE'-NHMEHS =
PART -7 fEPA . " PART. 3 SITE~ < PART 4 Hl’\UlER PART - 5 IEPJ".

6 GENERMUR .

* PART

R e LT T e e copy -pART 3




?‘ . - i} .J.;._-"
' X SR ‘;;”} - 3 f**h S N
OFFIGE: 111 W. WASHINGTOM sAGO. [LLINOIS 60602
ALBURN lnc“ PLANT: 2200 EasT 11 a1, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS BO617
f . 1 (312; 743-4966
HY 59
i . GENERATOR
H* f{,ﬁb’;.-,., f*! Pogperld
il Sl 0
o Elgnatum of Generator's-Agent-and Title, - Date ' Time
) f T Freo ;'r;—
' _ DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL &/0R WORK
sweam 08 02 £ 02 L qas, 1160
§¢? /"‘? =1 F /f’/' &, 5’-
: [ certify that the described liqujd waste was hauied in a vehicie with a valid Ilqu:d
’ waste registratlon certiftcate to the facility named be!ow. -~
. 4 DISPOSITION . o
3 o ¢ ~ E L : . .
| Name ’-’f"j'"'/ CLAAN o Anice Permit No. wrlgeess
{ ; - Ies g T4 L . !
: Address S A Q9 £ {719 : E
. vi : lnciner;tiorr’ n...m'—-"f n,,—-;l\,-rg:.;r--f';l

et s

l certify that the: abova named cuntractor delwered the desczsbed hquid waste to th:s

REMARKS

L aere s e A Pl s

. _faclhtg N -*/.r‘? _ w0 o}
f/g‘l//’{‘t‘”f_/f/&-t E 3 T : L N :.. ) _-:"7‘ & '
. Sagnature of Operator and TrtIe Lo S R T Lo




—— - IS . L. . . . e v ;
. STATE CF ILLINO!S
TO BE COMPLETED BY . ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY U 27 3 1 2_0
WASTE GENERATOR _ DIVISION CF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL e I
: . . 2200 CHURCHILL RCAD, SPRINGFIELD, HLINGIS 62706 ¥ ‘5]
K ) _ (217} 782-6760 — . - :
E 3 SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MAMIFEST " enmtionHember .3 9 2 9 13
g | : . t o i
_H.P.Smith Panexr Co _ 5001 w 6Ath Styeet f
e (Comyeny Mame) Md:ess __Q __3 .._1. *ﬁ J‘_I N0 2 4 _ﬁ ﬁ
Chica.-_o 111 I] } inois ﬁQﬁ 38 Geparater Numger ;
Ly State . )
] HASTE rAULEA(S) ;
D & J Waste Refuse. 634 e 161st South Holland I1L...um« 08 68001
o T Hauser Hame  Hauler Address E )
- 3 SW.H. Registrtion Humber __ -
© Hauker Hame Hawer Address £ i .
ﬂES}iNﬁ?iON — DISPOIAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SHIE I
J3C3 E£.119 !;h Strest ¢
(Facrty Name) A.uﬁmss _39 4_%0_%2[5188!
Chicazo - 111 - _ FED IDHILDO0OT716852
. C Ly : Sate lip i o A
. JOBE COMPLETED 87 . ;
’ GEMERATCR . . ’
e WASTERMME: Solvent ¥.0.5, - wasTE Prase: . Ligqueid i

{ Ligaid, Saseous, Soha}

<4 - . E.P.AWaste No,DOOL
THE SPECIAL WASTE BEWNG. TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 1S GF THE DT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INOICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW:

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: ’ HAZARD CLASS:

S ] WEIGHT FOR :
B - - e Solvent N 0.8, —Flaomable Liguid — 00nust 14,800 TSk one)
WEIGHT FOR LEP.A USEMUST B - . e - - . C""°°"°’

CONVERTED T0 CU. Y05, GRGAL - QUANTITY OF WASTE azmzm;._p_o._l__lf_s_uu_ . -

, METHOB OF SHIPMENT {Cicle One) TANK IRUCK OPEN TRUCK OTHER (Specity) : _ i’_ .
THIS 75 T0 CERTIFY THAT THE AOQVE-NAMED SPECIA TE 15 PROPEALY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND IS IN PROPER CONCITION FOR Tﬁ‘MS?UﬁTMiﬂN - M ”

I ACCORDANCE WiTH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF 'HE DEPARTMENT OF. TRANSEORTATICN. .

' : |Hsmmaezmmncaanmummrawmnsarmroammu ,/2{‘ .t L

ST ) . {Authonzed S:{gnaluﬂ!!

A

i T3 WRSTE HAULER . _ . 5
. } HEREGY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-OESURISED SPECIAL WASIE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED I ﬁ?ﬁ Em vs?[ 440 1 ARHOWLEDE THE OESTITIN s

bod U 8 A g e el >3.f_. i3
{Authorized Sigratare} B c 3 s "
_ : 4-33 e J_ _

{2

. {Authanzed Jignaturm)
" DISPOSAL, STORAGE, GR TREATMENT F.ﬁﬂil.ﬁ'!" b

- . : demus WASTE sudiEer TOFEE -2
| HEREBY EIRTIFY?A! THE AGQVE. uiscﬂ €0 smm WASTE mu INDICATED QUMI!I‘I‘! HAS BEEN ACf.EFTEEI ATTHESH i

: /M’/”/ it a o

{Authanzes Si S‘gnaiure] Pe'rmit : Appliied For
. CMM-EMS QR SPECIAL W STRUCTIONS: .

CINHLINOIS, 217 /7823637 24 HOUN EMERGENSY ARD SFILL ASSISTANCE m'i-:n's :

- DISTRIBUSION: PART. | GENERATOR . .. PART . 2 E.EP.Q_ PART - 1 SIIE_ - PART - 4 HAULER i’ﬁRf

EPI.
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—_— . . e L TSR R TR S TE I i m e S T T
- i \/ 3 B —
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] \ . A ALBURN lnc QericE: 111 W. WasinaTay - 2460, ILLINGIS BO8C2
REE i . PLANT: 2200 EasT 11 s, CHICAGO, [LLINOIS S0617
T : : (212, 742.4066

_ ; - GENERATOR : 1
/ £ ‘.;f.;:"-f— ’:’JI-" "-JI' ',c':——-..-rﬁfb_ ._-::" [ T — ;

:'.' - . . o &gnatma of-Generator's-Agent and. Title. Date Timea

T I

LT 1.0 DESCRIPTION. OF MATERIAL &/OR WORK

. .£ i ) v :‘: . B ';".'_.- . o ! - - A I ( H‘ / _‘._ ( i f . - : - £
q - . L I Stream 10# T e oL - Gals, IR |

o ' - v . .-, . - . E “/"_ !‘, v = PR . i
| “ |

J—,

§ certify that the describad liguid waste was hauled in 2 vehicle with a valid liguid
waste m@ﬂmﬁon cortificate to the facility mamed below.

S T T A - DISPOSITION

g

-0 -

Permit No, < - -"

————

lncmeraﬂorr

1 S e i S TR

Gther

- K N - | . g ) H f.efbfY that the. above named cuntractor delivered the described [iquid wasta to this :

; ) { - facilitys 2T : R
. - - i 'f} ""';/,( f;' _- forin -../‘," R e I . :
o 1 S Sngnatum of Oparatcr and Tite Date Time :

REMARKS

e ——
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gabrse! and assocjates e e

c’-’-uu. s ar PN I TR -
- and 1814 north marshtield
chicago, illinois 60622

{a12) 486-21 23

. April 30, 1981 e
\:ﬁf. Dale DeValk ';-'.'- R 'Léﬁdfétéry'uq:- 2055481{

‘D & J Waste Refuse Disposal :
160 East 168th Street
: South Holland, IL 60473
Dear Mr. DeValk: R '}
Listed below are the analyses of material submltted to Gabriel for :

““analytical testing according to Alburn requirements.

fAnalgsis R . IZ'__ RS
. "Gross BTU/1b. = _. _ _i-_ . :
. .Total Sulfur 0 .&50 ppn
Oréanic Chlorine o | JL35 ppm
.--Water by Distillation ' S 90 2 *
CAsh. o | = 7600 (0.76%)
PCB (ppm) _ o K2 ppm
. “Mercury {ppb) = 2.0
*ffLead (opm) | e ‘{; i;; 4 0 ppm
- Flash Point L 4400%F
"Karl Fischer Mcisturﬂ' | - 0.3%

’*This figure 'is ‘an error as alcohol distills across as water by thiS*ﬁétthq
Cos recf moisture is given by the Karl Fiacher Method. e i

If'there are any questions, please call at_qnge.'

'Sinée_lre'}y . i ‘

-Gabriél and AsSociate
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gabrlei and assoc:ates L .
TR e 1814 north marshfieid
chicago, illinois 60622

(312)486 2123

April 30; 1981

.M, Jim Eldert =
Alburn, Inec.
111 W. Washington 5t. A S
- Chicago, IL 60602 o S L i

Dear Mr. Eldert: L _5_:;“J::, }?fg?f”__ - f*'.'“

_Gahriel has analyzed a waste stream brought to us by Mr. Dale DeValk
owner of D & J Waste Refuse 'Disposal, 160 East 168th Street, South
"Holland, IL #60473. The waste is an alcoho}. Whl.Ch has a BTU of 19, 660.

_'The entire lab analysis is attached. o

Mr, DeValk would like to have this materlal permltted to Alburn. “He will

- give you all the details regarding-the generator’s: EPA number, etc. at his
offlce, 331~5171.

¥

'Please call me 1f there are any questlcns regardlng the analy51s.

Sincerely yours,

"Mike Gower
Technical Serv1ces Representati'e

“Gabriel and As"so;ilét":e;:"
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_ __ ST a4 nont rarshitield
D - Lk . , .. .. chicago, illinois 60622
. Lo S o {312) 486-2123

ME. Jim Eldert
~ AYburn, Inec.
111 W. Washington St.
Chicago, IL 60602

Dear Mr. Eldert'

Gabriel has analyzed a waste stream brought to us by MI. Dale DeValk!
owner of D & J Waste Refuse Disposal; 160 East 163th Street, South .
Holland, IL- 60473. The waste is an alcohol whlch has a BTU of 19 660
The entire lab analysis is attached.

‘Mr. DeValk would like to have this material permitted to Alburn He will - - X
give you all the detalls regarding the generator s EPA number etc; at his - . |
office, 331-5171. e s
- i s .

‘Please -call me if there are any questions regarding the amalysis.

Sincerely yours,

W%ow%

Mike Gower .
Technical ‘Services Representatlve




land assomates e

g:

. PO . SRR i f 1814 north marshfield
_ : chlcago, itiincis 60622
. ) (312} 48632123
o i, s é‘
| L LN - .
. Mr. Dale DeValk ’ Labora_ttory Na: 20_55f81 o
"D & J Waste Refuse Disposal - _f f!'-;? o | L

160 East 148th Strezet .
South Holland, IL 60473

‘Dear Mr. DeValk‘

Listed below are ‘the analyses of materlal submltted to Gabriel for
’ analyt:.cal testing according to Alburn requ:.rements.

Analzsz_s ' ' _' S Re'sult
. Gross BTU/b. ST 19660
- Total Sulfur A T _. '450 ppm
N 'Organ.ic. Chlorine - .o 435 ppm
i;;_ Water by Distillation . Lo oA
. hsh L 7600 (0.767)
PCB (ppm) . - - < 2 ppm

Mercury (ppb) 2.0
Lead {ppm) 4.0 ppm
‘Flash Poiat £.40°F

_!(afl ,Eis cher 'Mois' ture 0 3?.' .




« ¥ gabr:el and assoc:aaes e e e e
AT o st T 1814 north marshfield

chicago, iliincis 60622
{312)4862123

April 30, 1981

n:. Dale DeValk -Laboratory No: 2055-81
‘D & J Waste Refuse DlSposal R S :
- "160 East 168th Street ' " (

. South Holland, IL 60473 -

a::Dear-Mr.‘DeValk:

" listed below afe;tﬁé énéiyses of_maﬁeriai'submitte& to Gabriel fqr
- analytical testing according to Alburn requirements.

- 312515

7 - Gross BTU/1b. .
- 75f_Total Sulfur
-/ . - Organic Chlorine Y B

| Water by Distillation - 90 % *. -
Ash _ o ﬂ U 7600 (0.76%)
PCE (ppm) 5 S <& 2 ppm

- o B o e

.

Mércury {ppt)

 Lead (ppm) '_ﬁéO ppm
-Flash olnt 4&609?

-_-o';'ss;'

.r by this method.




. IR ' ... TLLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENRCY .
" DIVISION OF LAND/ROISE POLLUTION CONTROL
SPECIAL WASTE DISPOSAL APPLICATICH

Ak _ . TRANS  DATE ENTERED . _
TIPE DATE 5(}4433 LPSRE ATHRIZATION HABER 722 4.5 covE __ (Agency Use) / ;.

dbdl Q4 LIS TTUTTTO T e T Bl W LWL TR
S AR uAsTE HAULER USEPA ID Number ILT 180011397 —~ -
_' HAULER REGISTPATION HUM3ER - _(_}__S_E_s_ g D.&J WASTE REFUSE DISPOSAL

_. aopress | 160 East 168¢th st. g COMMONITY South Holland

" ey __cook STATE _Tr, . P GNA473 AREACODE 312 “TELEPHONE 3315171
oL | ‘NASTE GENERATOR USEPA- ID Number ILD. 074411745

oo & _ "
g _GE’_?_E“ggE T S I3 m‘;ﬂg- ‘H. P. SMITH PAPER CO. TS
"_-."___gcgssss 5001 West 66th Street | COMMUNITY Bedford Park
~counry __Cook stare _IL. P 160638 AREA CODE 312 TELEPHONE 4580777

GENERATDR CONTACT. NA.HE ._,'j'__ 0
o DU“S NUHBER '

._.-_

alny
|
wlit
Nk
1z
K
f=
2
i3
J
|=
[C)
N
N
|
1
|
|
|
i
i
{
!
|
| -
1
|
I

30" SUPAC WASTE NAME
% T

. YOLUME UNITS 2.

T IOTAL. AMRUAL WASTE VOLUME _________g._ 080060 . 2.
3] &0 .
‘*‘gmnsmar FREQUENCY 5 . WASTE CLASS - 1= CUBIC mas Y= sm.m I
. (Agency Use) S 2 = GALLONS e © 2 = SEMI- SOLIB
l-ons TIHE 5= mmuw - S e s s 3owLIQUIDSY
2 = DAILY § = BI-MONTHLY _ _ T = GAS
3 = WEEKLY 7 = QUARTERLY = ' - - ' S

4 = BI-WEDKLY ~ 8 = SEHI-AH]\UALLY R : -

(Codé either “l" for Low, e far Hedwm. or "3“ fcr High as appmpriate for co!urnns 21 through 25)

=|cx.

IIHALATIQH DERMAL " INGESTWE - -_'-'"_- .
L TOXICITY . p— TOXICITY ___5 - YOXICITY . o INFECTIOUS - - REACTWITY . EXPLOSI‘IE
g = . ) : FI) 126

[ 7 P -
O ALPHA RADIATION _ - __ ... {pcm) CRuPOSTTION -
-1 = QRGANIC -

—— R
' 2 mcamnzc

v

e

Y - - ] ) S .'..
Ar_.mzm'r, a—w® w— R S

PERCENT mm&ﬂm e

| __PERE_ENT




.-__'_.»;«._;."..-_1,:..»..-,;i.,:.su_—;,f«m:..ﬁ.é;ii'ma:am-_4;;.-,5.&;&; metad s e mwh Sl TR B as e ke e et S A b e g R ST AR
s '
£ ) ILLINGIS ENVIRONH‘-‘I‘:’TAL PROTECTION ABENCY .

' DIVISION OF LAND/NOISE POLLUTION CONTROL
: SPECIAL HASTE DISPGSnL APPLICATION

*

CARD T _ JRANS  DATE ENTERED
TYPE OTE 5/14/81 LESHE AUTHORIZATION NONBER - CODE __ (Agency Use) ./

- . []

.  WASTE HAULER USEPA ID Number ILT 180011?9
0868 yye D.& -J WASTE REFUSE DISPOSAL

iy HnULER REGISTRATION RUMSER - _ — ~. —
' anoress | 160 East 168¢th St. - COMMNITY - South Holland o
- CouT __Cook: . STATE _11,__;; P 60473 AREA CODE 317 TELEPHONE 3315 171 .
L . e - '.msrs gengraTor USEPA: ID Number I‘LD 074411745 '
~-E"E“EGE§ T e ,;.ME "H. P. SMITH PAPER CO. R -
" ADDRESS 5001 West 66th Street . COMMUNITY - Bedford Park
. couty __Cook | smz 1L 60638 ; A’ésn copE 312 TELEPHOHE © 4580777
" GENERATOR COTACT HAHE -Q__Q..Iiy___S_Q._L_..L,.z_l_&_l\L_.;_'__;;_-__'__ SRR PSR
T BUNS NUPBER o siccopE 2641 ' K
| %2 PROCESS HA%E I;&.I:i_lﬂé11&_G__-._-,__-'__-____’_____'.'_'_'_-__--.__‘"__-_
? - ) . S . T
o B | GASTE CHARACTERISTICS ~ =~ odwe,s oo
GENERIC ASTE HAE - F.Aﬁ@.i__a_Q_.L__Y._E,M_s_._;___‘___--_;;_-__' ;
& L : I L
40 TUPAC WASTE NAME - o oo . . _ s
’\ ~av - i _.._:..—....._.—.——-—-—-—- _____ —_ _____ 53 .
wf TOTAL AMHUAL WASTE L S — i _{?}_‘ o ... VOLUME UNITS 2 HASTE PHASE 3__
L Bt oo - 8 . &2
) TRANSPDRT FREQUENCY 5 S WASTE CLASS e 1 = tUsic YARBS ST = SOLIR e s
_ TR (Agency Use) W gwGAllONs o2 « SEMI- Sm.m
T=ONETIME 5= vou'mu ._ e . R ~.-3.= LIQUID.
2 = DAILY £ = BI-MONTHLY S Do L . 4§ = GAS
3 e WEEKLY 7 = QUARTERLY - RS _ s
- . & = BI- WEEKLY "~ B = SEHI—ANNUALLY o _1 o,

'."(Ccde i ther "'t" fnr Low. "2“ fo'"fMedim. or. “3" for }hgh as appmpriata for- cn‘tumns 21 through 25}

0. HGALATION DERMAL

INGESTIVE-

50 - . .
7 . TOXICITY TOXICITY . TOXICITY "_ﬂ_ INFECTIOLIS ' REACTIVITY — EXPLOSI‘;’E -
C 4 ) . . - = o ;
" FLASH POINT ______;_-'_"F_ AL?HA mmmu _-'_; _ (pcm.) .cr:af;'o§rrrcu___ L
7 £ T : T A

4 & ORGANIC
;2,7 INORGANIC

L ALKALINITY - o L . RSH CONTENT




"LALBU'RN,' Inc.
GENERAL OFFICE

11 W, WASHINGTON STREET e

E CHICAGO, [LLINOIS 60802
JUUAra HAGERTY .
. PRESIDENT

’EUGENEDOONQQMURPHY R . S
. EXECUTIVE VICE-FRESIDENT B ool e "_(312) 236.25951

" 'May 14, 1981 .

" Mr. Rama K. Chaturvedi, P.E.
o Manager, Special Waste Unit
v~ i . -Residual Management Sectiocn ' -
: Division of Land/Noise Pollution Control -
-~ Illinois Environmental Protectlon Agency o
2200 Churchill Road : '
"Springfield, Illinois 62706

Re: Special Waste D;sposal Appllcatlon“ f;*ﬁ
"H. P. Smith Paper Co. - P
Bedford Park, IL

.Dear Mr. Chaturveds :

. Enclosed find five copiles, w1th attachments, of appllcatlon.'..-ﬁg
" for the above referenced generator._ Pleasa a551gn a Generator' : N
Code to this generator. ' B

Please note that the result of the analysis for water content,;- -
‘shewn on the attached Lab report from Gabriel and Associates,’ig™ -
an error. As soon as we receive the corrected analysis;, we. wi
. forward same to you. The correct moisture should be 0.3%. .-

- ¥ours very truly,
;AiBURN,'INc.
£ 50
Eugepns Dooner“Murnﬁy
Executlve Vice Preéld
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“ gapriel and associlates

LN PR

i

Mr. Dale DeValk

D & J Waste Refuse Dlsposal
160 East 168th Street '
South Holland, TL 60473

Dear Mr. DeValk:

A . - -

1814 north marshfield
chicago, illinois 60622
{312) 486-2123

April 30, 1981

'Laboratory No: 2055-81

Listed below are the analyses of material submitted to Gabriel for
‘analytical testing according to Alburn requirements.

Analysis

Gross BTU/1b.

Total Sulfur

Organic Chlorine .
Water by Distillation
Ash

PCB (ppm)

Mercury (ppb)

Lead (ppm)

Flash foine

Karl Fischer Moisture

Result

19,660
£, 50 ppm
£.35 ppm
90 % *
7600 (0.76%)
<. 2 ppm
2.0
4.0 ppm
' o
2 40°F
0.3% v

*This figure is an error as alcohol distills across as water by thlS method. '
Correct moisture is given by the Karl Fischer Method._

. .. If there-are any questions, please Fall"at once.

Sincerely,

Mike Gower - :
Technical Services pre



CARD TRANS DATE ENTERED
Tvse pate 5/14/81 LPSHE AUTHORIZATION HUMEER i, CODE __ (Agency Use) ____/
—_— 13 . s g
'WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
METAL KEY  TOTAL _ (PPM) LEACH  (PPM) METAL KEY  TOTAL _(PPM) LEACH ~ (PPM)
N 01 . T . w92 . .
D B —“® g - oA T s """TTR
L B < O S . Hg 04 _ _ _ ____ e e "
A 05 ______ e . M 08 _ . . .
BaT 07 _______ . . P08 L ______ e e .
6 Q8 . o . Se 10 _______ e .
N DN L o I 2 o .
80 LABORATORY MAME __
5 7 , 40
© CERTIFICATION aur.ssa _________ REVIEWED BY: __ /[ _ _ .
_ i 50 -.H R T £
%%%Tﬂnm50;gﬁggiismmm ALBURN, INC.
DISPOSAL METHOD -15':,- _?'_ NEUTRALIZATION METHOD ' USEPA ID # ILD 000716852
: i] a2 mn .
STATUS __ STARTDATE _ _ / _ _ J— __  EXPIRATIONDATE _ __/ ___./ __ _
R I 38 17 = 39 40 1 42 3 a4 45 45
SIGNATURE __ ALB RN INC. l;,—\ SIGNATURE
R - _ :;} SIT
N s cocEBYi' ' By -
P2 R - /51TE 7=
g smeome o g Z
DISPOSAL METHOD NEUTRALIZATION METHOD
: BT 2 R =3
STATUS __ STARTDATE ___ / _ __ [/ ____  EXPIRATION DATE DT SR
34 % 36 N - e 4D 41 42 43 4 A5 4§
SISHRATURE SIGNATURE
{31TE OWNER) {SITE UPERATOR}
3 SITECGDE . __ _ SITE NAME .
n 29
DISPOSAL METHOD " NEUTRALIZATION METHOD __ __
30 0N . 1 n
STATUS START- DATE ‘1 ____ . exerATIONOATE ____/ ___/ _ __
B . R OTR m e S W Ry W s
© SIGHATURE : STGNATURE ~
{STTE OWNER) {SITE OPERATOR)
4 SITECODE __ ____ - _ __ SITE NWE '
F3) 2 .
. -DISPOSAL METHOD __ __ NEUTRALIZATION VETHOD '____
SR : FET N
" STATUS - _* " -START DATE I A “EXPIRATION DATE
- ETE T T 40
SIGNATURE SIGNATURE
{SITE OHRERT D F
_sm coss - SITE WAME

DISPOSAL F‘THOD
o STATUS
" $IGHATURE

i S e S —

: EC 1 _
~ START DATE _ '-f 7 —_——
= L ETE OTWE OB e

NEUTRALIZATI ON METHOD

EXPIRATION me e
) . 4‘ ‘3 ‘3 “
© SIGNATURE

{SITE OPERATOR]

TR

/

19 20




TLLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY .
DIVISION OF LAND/NOISE POLLUTION CONTROL
SPECIAL WASTE DISPOSAL APPLICATION

F fRANS  DATE ENTERED

DATE AUTHORIZATION KUMBER ) " CODE Agency Us
5/14/8) LPSHEL AUTHRIZATI ———— o \Agency Use) WW{T‘EJW”
' ‘ : WASTE HAuLER U EPA ID Number ILT 180011397
1§ HAULER REGISTRATION w0 86 8 g D.& T WASTE REFUSE DISPOSAL |
& : 4
aoppess | 160 East 168th st. cowungry  South Holland
COUNTY  Cook. _STATE _II. - IIP- 60473 AREA CODE 3193 TELEPRONE _ 3315171
N : . WASTE GENERATOR USEPA- ID Number TILD 074411745
e —— T
ADDRESS  S00C1 West 66th Street COMMUNITY Bedford Park
COUNTY Cook staTE _IL 71p - 60638 - AREA CODE 312  TELEPHONE  __ 4580777
GENERATOR CORTACT NAME g__qg'g_._s_,u_;;’.’_;,’_\L_A,ﬁ_“_-_ﬁ_-___-____"__'_‘___'_
~ L ! % ’ W T ' . &5
DUNS NUMBER ' SICCODE 2641 - . :
20 processWME LAMINATING oo e
€7 . F]] - e - . ' . s50°
- b " " WASTE CHARACTERISTICS - -
| GENERIC WASTE NAME- ﬂ_&ﬁz_E-;i.ggl'z.ﬂ;:.s__._'___"__;;,_-____'_”';;;__
[ 3 i a
40 JUPAC NASTE NAME - : e ——————— e -
Y . T : - - =
W} TOTAL AHNUAL WASTE voLuMe __ ___ 1 000 00 . ... VOLUME UNITS 2 . WASTE PHASE .-3 _
S [] . &0 [ L . &X
TRANSPORT FREQUENCY 5 WASTE CLASS _ 1 = CUBIC YARDS . 1= SOLID - ..
1= ONE TIME . 5 = MONTHLY o e S 3= LIQUID. . -.
2 = DAILY 6 = BI-MONTHLY ce ' AR - 4= GAS
3 = NEEKLY 7 = QUARTERLY ' :
2 = BI-WEEKLY - B » SEMI-ANNUALLY o _ ‘ , ,
{Code eithe;"‘l." for Low, -"2" for Medium, or *3* for High as appmpriafe for columns 21 through 28} -
50 INMALATION - DERMAL, * - INGESTIVE - - - ' , -
s 7 TOXICITY JOXICITY + TOXICITY INFECTIOUS . REACTIVITY EXPLOSIVE
= ‘ k] = T - = T
FLASH POINT ' O T ALPHA RADIATION T _ __ . __._{pCI/L) CEMPOSITION -
- .- 'ﬁ'— —_—— 5 . . ) o6 M . E1d

1 = DRGANIC
2 = INORGANIC

PERCENT

- ‘PERCENT. . PERCENT . SRR ' ng’ﬁs e | PERCENT .
CREIDITY T ALKALINITY e P e SOLIDS - e

_ KEY COMPOMENT HAME - PERCENT  KEY COMPONENT NAME . =~ -~

]
1
|
¢
1
l
I
¢
i
|
1
i
|
]
1
!
t
1
1
L
I
|
t
- 8l
<

ied for herein” 7

‘Refexr to attached analyses. =
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ALBURN, Inc.

GEMNERAL Orries
111 VW, WASHINGTON STREET

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60802

JULIA M, HAGERTY |
PRESIDENT

EUGENE DOCNER MURPHY
EXSCUTIVE VICE-PRESIDENT . {312) 236-2851

May 14, 1981

- Mr. Rama K. Chaturvedi, P.E. :
‘Manager, Special Waste Unit
- ‘Residual Management Section ] -
Division of Land/Noise Pollution Control
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road
Springfield, Illireis 62706

Re: Special Waste Disposal Application
H. P. Smith Paper Co.
Bedferd Park, IL

Dear Mr. Chatﬁrvedi:

_ Enclosed find five copies, with attachments, of application
for the above referenced generator. Please assign a Generator
Code to this generator. ' o

Please note that the result of the analysis for water content,
shown on the attached Lab report from Gabriel and Associates, is
an error.. As soon as we receive the corrected analysis, we will
forward same to you. The correct moisture should be 0.3%. '

Yours very truly, .

" ALBURN, INC}

/Z,, ;

~Buge Dooner
Executive Vice Pr 1dent

';iJames Cobb Lot
James H. Eldert o
Rlchard J, Trzupek




£

1O BE COMPLETED BY L ' STATE OF ILLUNOIS. ~ _ B 01 20687

LY o . .
WASTEGENERATOR ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY |
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL _ |
SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST ) . . '
| WASTE GENERATOR _ Authorization Number Lai_g_ ﬁ..i%_
2 .Smitl'(zc Paper Co. _5001 West 66th Street EPZ ID HO n.nooonassz |
_ (Company Name ress : . G—
hicnen o 3_L&§enera or Number 4“6_ e
=y : Eiaie - i!p
WASTE HAULER(S)
o 654 E 161st St
1D & J VWaste Refuse South Hollond  Illinods SWH. Regstation Number @ 8 6 8 w 3.0 2
: hauier Nome Hauler Address FER 3
12} - S.W.H. Regisiration Number
Hauler Name * Hauler ARddress 3 a8

DESTINATION ~ DISPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE

SR ABURR TG ——Li8th Stpet PR
5;&;1@&80 I’!fngis___ j[-D oo ?/6/852_

Tity: . : Slate . Iig

I 70 BE CGMPLETED 8Y
WAITE GENEAATER

waste wave_Solvent B, 0.8 - - % WASTEPHASE: T 4 ereadd
~ . == ﬁ&‘Gaseaus Sohd)

EPR Waste No.DOOL

THE SPECIAL WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST 15 OF THE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW: B&% 400 1BS “--
SHIPPING DESCRIPTION: ~ HazARD CEAS 2t

" 1HIS 1S TO CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE (S PROPERLY CLASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, Pﬁ\CKﬁGED MARKED, AND LABELED RNB I5 PRE}PER CONDITION FDR TRQNSPCIR!AHUN
LW ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE RECULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION. .

| HEREBY AGAREE TO AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN INFORMATION W w { g '

DATF";! ?7,, 81 {Authorzed Signature)
WASTE HAULER® . (; G.‘\LLGI';Q (E}ircfe Crel
= vE S
QUAKTITY OF WASTE RECENEDG)—— &1 76O -
METHOD OF SRIPMENT (Circle One)  DRUMS TANK TRUCK DPEN TRECK OTHER . (Specify}
i H"._REB!’-'CEHTEFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTEIhNﬁ QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED 1N PROPER CONDLTION £OR TRANSPORT AND | ACKNOWLEDGE THE DLSTIMATION AS
CDICARED: - o~ { A
L NEL 5/ g/ 8%

N

ST T E0 % (Authorzed Sighatue) |

Z . BAE o
(Autiionzed Signalure) . I

(2)_

BISPOSAL, STORAGE, OR TREATMENRT FACHITY

DESC

HEREBY CERTIEY THAT I?ABG

EAL WASTE AHD INDICATED QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEP]EB .. o
Pemit# Appl:.ed For &
; : : : L iy OATE

COMMENTS OR SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS:

% iiNois 1T s e T T T g2 ioup EMERGENCY AND SPILL ASSISTANCE NUMBERS® ‘UTSIDEALLINDIS: 800
BISTAIES 108 _ PARL 1 GENERATOR PART . 7 TEPA PART 3 SIE PR i ABULER PART 5 PR PARI 5 GENERAIOR

SITE-COPY -PART.




Pl

e A
’r_ . "?:l. ‘.___"\'E . '.“‘_ .
TO BE COMMETEREY - ’ 'STATE OF ILLINOIS [_H_ZU B 3 8
w ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
" SPECIAL WASTE HAULING MANIFEST
WASTE GENERATOR Authonization §umber 2_9.._.....9... _@.._5_9
H P, Smith Paper Co. 5001 West 66th Street EPA ID NO ILD00716852
{Company Name) Address Q“_B_L&‘Q*Q*Q_Z_ é_ﬁ__
Chi Qﬂgﬂ I] I jn]j 3 Illinéis' Geperator Number
Cily Stale Zip
' WASTE HAULER{S})
654 B, 161 st ST
D & J Waste Refuse Sou!:h Hulland Illinois SWH Regstrtionhumeer O_8 6 8 O 0 1
Hauler Nama Hauler Address 25 3t
{2} SWH, Registration Number ___ .
Hauier Name Hauler Address 2 38
DESTINATION — DHSPOSAL STORAGE OR TREATMENT SITE
XESKH___ALBIRN INC, 119¢h Street 0_3_1_6_0_0_3_1_
{Facihty Name) Address Sile Number
Chicngon, = - — I114nois,
- bl Cily State Zip
TO BE COMPLEYED BY
WASTE GENERATOR
waste Name:_Solvent N Q. S, waste prase: _ T3 uedd

SHIPPING DESCRIPTION:

Solwent N O S,

* (Liqued, Gaseous, Soid}

¥ECOEEER  EPA Vaste No, D001 .

THE SPECIAL WASTE BEING TRANSPORTED UNDER THIS MANIFEST IS OF TRE DOT HAZARD CLASSIFICATION INDICATED IMMEDIATELY BELOW:

14,400 LBS.
HAZARD CLASS

_Flammasble Lioqunid

-

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY THAT FHE ABOYE-NAMED SPECIAL WASTE IS PROPERBLY CEASSIFIED, DESCRIBED, PACKAGED, MARKED, AND LABELED AND IS i P-ROPEﬂ CONDHTION FOR TRANSPORTATION,

N ACCORDANCE WITH THE APPLICABLE REGULATIONS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION.

| HERERY AGREE T8 AND CERTIFY THE ABOVE WRITTEN lNFURMlejN .
DATE:—6¢2-53£8-1-—— i (Authorizeg :agnaéure) '

WASTE HAULER®

. METHOD OF SHIPMENT (Citce One)

TANK TRUCK OPEN TRUCK

-QUANTITY OF WASTE RECEIVED: 0;_9_ _1_7_5_520
. 4 . ]

OTHER

. <'i GALEGI? {Gircle Ooe)

53

(Spectfyj

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE-DESCRIBED SPECIAL WASTE AND QUANTITY HAS BEEN ACCEPTED IN PROPER CONDITION FOR TRA'*!SPGRT AND 1 ACKNOWLEDGE TrlE DEST!NATIGN AS

INi}I D

_ = \ (Authunzed S’gnalure) ‘

‘{Authorized &gmture}

N HLLINOIS: 217 / 782.3637

J24 HDUH EMELGERCY AND SPILL ASSISTARCLE hUMBEF§j .

DISTREGTON: - PARL 1smtﬁm

mm 7R T PART-3 SITE

SITE COPY




gabnei and assoc:ates SOV

"V’ S

T ety 1814 north marshfield
chicago, illinois 60622
(312) 486-2123
april 30, 1981
Mr. Dale DeValk Laboratory No: 2055-81

D & J Waste Refuse Disposal
160 East 168th Street
South Holland, IL 60473

Dear Mr. DeValk:

Listed below are the analyses of material submitted to Gabriel for
. analytical testing according to Albura requirements.

" Analysis Result
Gross BTU/1b. 19,660
Total Sulfur T LS50 ppm
Organic Chisrine £ 35 ppm

Ezi Water by Distillation - 90 % *

~Ash - 7600 (0.76%)
PCB (ppmw) <, 2 ppm
Mercury (ppb) _ - 2.0
Lead {ppm) 4.0 ppm
Flash Point | 2 40°F
Kari Fischer Moisture | R 0.3%

*#This figure is an error as alcohol distills across as water by this method.
Correct moisture is given by the Karl Fischer Method.

If there are any questions, please call at once.

Sincerély,"

Mike Gower . : :
Technical ServlceSfRepfesenta

-'GabrielﬁandiAﬁsQCiaIQS"




1 a

" gahriel and associates

1814 north marshfield
chicago, illinois 60622
{312) 486-2123

April 30, 1981

Mr, Jim Eldert
Alburn, Inc.

111 W. Washington St.
Chicago, IL 60602

Dear Mr. Eldert:

Gabriel has analyzed a waste stream brought to us by Mr. Dale DeValk
owner of B & .J Waste Refuse Disposal, 160 East 168th Street, South
Holland, IL 60473, The waste is an alcochol which has a BTYU of 19,660.
The entire lab analysis 1s attached, :

Mr. DeValk would like to have this material permitted to -Alburnm. He will
give you all the details regarding the generator's EPA number, etc. at his
office, 331-5171.

Please call me if there are any questions regarding the analysis.
Sincerely yours,\
Mike Gower
Technical Services Representatlve

Gabriel and Associates
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April 30, 1981 ' it

Mr. Jim Eidert $
Alburn, Inc.

111 W. Washingten S5t.

"Chicage, IL 60602

Dear Mr. Eldert:

Gabriel has analyzed a waste stream brought to us by Mr. Dale DeValk
owvner of D & J Waste Refuse Disposal, 160 East 168th Street, South
Hoiland, TL 60473. The waste is an alcohol which has a BTU of 19,660.
The entire lab analysis is attached.

Mr. DeValk would like to have this material permitted to Alburn. He will
give you all the details regarding the generator's EPA number, etc. at his
office, 331L-5171.

£ -
g/ ~ Please call me if there are any questions regarding the analysis.

- 8incerely yours,
Mike Gower
Technical Services Representative

Gabriel and Associates




gabr:~l and assoczates e e
. A : 1814 north marshfieid
chicago, illinois 60622
{312) 486-2123

April 30, 1981

Mr. Dale DeValk Laboratory No: 2035-81
D & J Waste Refuse Disposal

160 East 168th Street

South Helland, IL 60473

Dear Mr. DeValk:

Listed below are 'the analyses of material submitted to Gabriel fcr
analytical testing according to Alburn requlrements.

Analysis’ Result

Gross BTU/lb. . | 19,660

Total Sulfur £ 50 ppm

Organic Chlorine 4. 35 ppm

Water by Distillation 90 % % _ _ '

Ash | 7600 (0.76%) ' ER
] PCB (ppm) | < 2 ppm

Mercury {ppb) 2.0

Lead {ppm) . 4.0 ppm

Flash Point. A4D°F

Rarl Fischer Moisture _ c 0.3% v

*This figure 1s an error as alcohol distills across as water by this method.  ©
Correct moisture is given by the Karl Fischer Method. :

1f t:here are any questlons, please call at once.

S:anere ly R o




CA2D
TYPE

g3
5 7

g
T

do

[STTE UWHER)

ADM-1067 (REV. 7/78) (REV. 3/79)

: TRANS DATE ENTERED -
DATE 5/14/81 LesKe AUTHORIZATION NUMBER __ _ __ _ __ CODE.__ {Agency Use) __ _/
B 13 . 14 15 16
"WASTE CHARACTERISTICS :
METAL KEY  TOTAL  (PPM) LEACH  (PPM)  METAL KEY TOTAL  (PPM} LEACH  (PPH)
G 0} C e 02 _ o __. i
% 5 ~m AT TTTTE = o T R
A 03 . . .. Hg 84 ______._ e
As 05 . ___ e M08 ___ e,
Ba' 07 o e e e P88 e e .
64 Q8 oo L - I e e .
er 11 o __ . W I 12 e e .
LARORATORY NAME e — s
S wm T T T T T T T T T T T e
CERTIFICATION NUMBER . . __ REVIBWED BY: __ __ __/
41 B W 3! 53 54 56
1 SITE CODE 43 15003 _1_ SITE MME __ ALBURN, INC.,
D1SPOSAL METHOD L NEUTRALIZATION METHOD ____ USEPA ID # ILD 000716852 -
s
STATUS __ smr DATE ____ /1 __ __} EXPIRATION DATE __ _ / ____ [/ ___
a4 A7 3 S 45
SIGHATURE SIGNATURE
g 93]
SITE conszi' == Bys
o ———— 24
DISPOSAL rmoe NEUTRALIZATION WETHOD _
. - e Tl :
STATUS START DATE / / ___  EXPIRATION DATE ___ /1
EHE TB B4 AT &2 A3 M A5 43
SISNATURE SIGNATURE
TSTTE OWNER) [SITE OPERATOR)
3 SITECODE _ o SITE NAME
a3 o]
DISPOSAL METHOD __ __ NEUTRALIZATION METHOD __ __
a N . nn
STATUS START DATE / ! _. EXPIRATION DATE _ . __/ __ __/ . __
= . “WH B W A0 AV A2y A3 44 45 4E
SIGNATURE SIGNATURE
[STTE OWNER) [STTE GPERATOR)
4 SITE CODE _______;___ SITE RAME '
= F7]
" DISPOSAL METHOD __ __ NEUTRALTZATION METHOD - _
" STATUS « ' *START DATE - I Y A EX?IRATION DATE Y Y A '
w® R 37 A X0 40 4‘ a2 £3 A4 45 4B
SIGRATURE " SIGNATURE _
[STTE OWNER] : TT{SITE OFERMIOR)
S SITECODE ___ .. . SITE NAME . i
i N 22
DISPOSAL METHOD __ NEUTRAL TZATION METHOD _ __
’ F 1) R .
STATUS __. START DATE 7 I EXPIRATION DATE ___ .
= =R FTE T4 @ a3 L
SIGNATURE SIGHATURE : S
: [STTE OFERATOR)

4
-3
3
H




TLLINGIS ENVIAONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY .
i DIVISION OF LAND/NOISE POLLUTION CONTROL
SPECIAL WASTE DISPOSAL APPLICATION

CARD J TRANS  DATE ENTERED
TYPE DATE 5/14/81 LPSNC AUTHORIZATION NUMBER _f. 7 _{_g_ 2 cooE __ (Agency Use) ____/
WASTE HAULER USEPA ID Number ILT 18001113'97

0 8 5 8 wag D.&-J 'WASTE REFUSE DISPOSAL

16 HALR REGISTRATION NUMBER -
& ’ :
aporess | 160 East 168th St, comumiTy  South Holland
(COUNTY __Cook STATE T, - ZIIP- 60477 AREA CODE 312 TELEPHONE _ 33135171
: : . WASTE GENERATOR USEPA- ID Number ILD 074411745
GENERATOR * T g p <
abbRESS 5001 West 66th Street comuNITY __ Bedford Park
COUNTY Cook STATE IL -60638 - AREA CODE 312 - TELEPHONE 4580777
GENERATOR CONTACT NAME g._q_Iiy___&_;_t_J_L_L_I_,_Y_A,I\_I_____.'_.__‘_,___'_.___;____'_.____
. e o ) 1]
DUKNS NUMBER SIC CODE 2641 . : '
20 PROCESS NAME ;_g_g_gg_ag;gg_ ____________________
[ ] 50
: YASTE CHARACTERISTICS -
GENERIC WASTE NAME - _tiggg,_E;_s_g_,;_z_aﬂtv_s____.___.._.,_ﬂ____.____:__
3 a0
40  IUPAC WASTE NAME - e
€7 . ———— e T T -3
o TOTAL ANNUAL WASTE voLume 1 000 00  : .« vo:.unz UNITS 2 WASTE PHASE .-3_
CETY 7] . R . . &2
...  TRANSPORT FREQUENCY 5 WASTE CLASS _ 1 = cuBlC YARDS . 1 = SOLID - .
o - {Agency Use} W , 2 = SALLONS - 2 = SEMI-S0LID
1= ONETIME 5= mr{ruu L ‘ . 3= LIQUID. -,
2 = DAILY 6 = BI-MONTHLY e - N o 485
3 = WEEKLY 7 = QUARTERLY ' :
4 = BI-WEEKLY ~ 8 = SEMI-ANNUALLY ,
{Code efthé; “1“ for Low. g for Med{um. or "3“ for H:gh as apprupriate for cn!umns 21 through 26):.-
50 INMALATION . DERMAL - ° " INGESTIVE . - - - Y
&7  TOXICITY TOXICITY - TOXICITY INFECTIOUS . REACTIVITY - * EXPLOSIVE
kD) . == = - ) T
FLASH POINT ______33_"5 ALPHA RADIATION | ( pcm) CEMPOSITION -
37 Z 3 ) a7
1 = ORGANIC .
2 = INORGANIC. : - 1
_ PERCENT ' ‘
PERCENT R PERCENT : SRR ng?lﬁs isgcggﬁm
At e . . s . 5 .
oITY v MKALINITY . . S o —— " —r ==
60 XEY COMPOMENT NAME i * PERCENT  KEY COMPONENT RAME : - . .PERCENT

ﬁ-* Applled for herEln o ) . s :':: - “*‘9_-;u-HLJ$J;?'- ﬁ

Refer to attached analyses.




ALBURN, Inc.

pr GENERAL OFFICE

111 W. WASHINGTON STREET

CHICAGO, JLLINOIS 60602
JULIA M. HAGERTY :
PRESIDENT

EUGENE DOONER MURPHY
EXECUTIVE YIGE-PRESIDENT (312) 236-2851

May 14, 1981

Mr. Rama K. Chaturvedi, P.E.

Manager, Special Waste Unit

Residual Management Section

Pivision of Land/Noise Pollution Control
Tllincis Environmental Protection Agency
2200 Churchill Road

Springfield, Illincis 627086

Re: Special Waste Disposal Application
H, P. S8Smith Paper Co.
Bedford Park, IL

‘Dear Mr. Chaturvedi:

Enclosed find five copies, with attachments, of application
for the above referenced generator. Please assign a Generator
Code to this generator.

Please note that the result of the analy31s for water content,
shown on the attached Lab report from Gabriel and Associates, is
an error. As soon as we receive the corrected analysis, we will
forward same to you. The correct moisture should be 0.3%.

Yours very trule,
ALBURN INC. S
Aw g,,, 524 /

Euge Dooner“Murp
“Executive Vice Pr 1dent

EDM:3jm
Encs.

cc: James Cobb
James H. Eldert
Richard J. Trzupek
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< : AUBURN CODING FORMS

* GENERATOR: { (Z'; ) _ﬁ;’i f«‘,_ G877 T /’/fff‘/ﬁ“ Kc’/" c‘a

TRANSPORTER : ( 7'7£ ) [) v J Wﬂff.ﬁ, /tjf-/ids:fi'

WASTE PROFILE: A es’i No

QL

oate sent:  J 3 - 30 - Xﬁ_ REC-=_&,5;‘_2,_Q"_.CE£

HASTE QUAN: /76{0’ Gallons (@ Cu Yds (2) LBS (3)
DELV METH 1: Drums _(@ Barrels {(5) Tank Truck (6) Open Truck (7) CT (8) DR (9
"BELV METH 2: Drums {4) Barrels (S} Tank Truck (6) Open Truck (7} CT (8) DR (9

WASTE FORM: Liquid (@ Solid (S} Mixture (M} Gas (G) Sludge (D)

RASTE NAME: { 415 y Sl e HOS
. {HAZARD c.mss_:- (545 ) ' 64)
U, BA: e - . EPA- Q- ; _1_{)590/
.« DOC TYPE 1: M @ o  poc TYPE 3: M L

DOC NUM  1: /374 poc nuM 3:

TECHLAW Ni: A 4o, TECHLAW N3:

DOC TYPE 2: ﬁ L DOC TYPE 4: ¥ L

D&:"_noﬁ_ 2: ;',5,'.___'-_._0677-3'//;/ L boc NUM

TECHLAW N2: 4 é//  TECHLAW Na:

COMMENTS :




AUBURN CODING FORMS

GENﬁRATOR: ( fzg— ) M, /. ST //5’/%“/?‘ C’Z’!
TRANSPORTER: ( 7# ) ,b W J | Mﬂf/ﬁ /gﬁ’/]oésﬁ'

WASTE PROFILE: @ No- |
DATE SENT: é_ﬁ:— Jj-fﬁ REC. : ﬁf'— ﬁf".@fé

WASTE QUAN: LR, Gallons (§] cu vas (2) 18S (3)

-t

DELV METH 1: Drums (@} Barrels (S) Tank Truck (6} Open Truck (7) CT (8) DR (9

DELV METH 2: Drums (4) Barrels (5) Tank Truck (6) Open Truck (7) CT (8} DR (9

i" WASTE FORM: Liquid (@ Solid (S} Mixture (M) Gas (G) Sludge (D}

WASTE NAME: (LHS') 55/(/:'@%" A0S

*(HAZARDI CLASS: {3‘/'5_) - 6&) |
| | EPA. 5. ~ DOU/

| Uty KA

. DOC TYPE 1: M (1) ‘ DOC TYPE 3: M L .

0OC NUM  1: | 150 Doé NUM 3:

TECHLAW N3:.

- boc TYPE 4

} TECHLAW N2: " TECHLAW N4

COMMENTS:




AUBURN CODING FORMS

GENERATOR: ( [’2,5- y M, B syrrH  PEFER oD
TRANSPORTER: ( 74 ) h ¥ I W/5/€» /gﬁ’/)t-és‘ﬁ

WASTE PROFILE: (¥

DA'fESEN'r: J & - 9'7_3 _fﬁ REC-=£._¢§:"__3__3‘£§

HAS'I"E QUAN: /74 Cj ' ©  Gallons Qg Cu Y_ds (2).. LBS (3}

“fe

4 - _ . _ Ve
DELV METH 1: ./lDrums (@ Barrels (S} Tank Truck (6) Open Truck (7} CT (8) DR (9

" DELV METH 2:- Drums (4) Barrels (5) Tank Truck (6} Open Truck (7) CT (8} DR (9

HASTE FORM ‘Liquid (@ Solid (S) Hlxture (M) Gas {(G) Sludge(/)>
WASTE NAME: rq{g) B 54/ conct pOS5 /V}%’

ﬁ‘HAZAﬁD?C;.ASS_: rzqs—) B 64) - \

St RR: ' . - EPA G " _'-)d arf - \

§. poc TYPE 1: u /D) - © DOC TYPE 3:.'M L,

" poc N 1: /(éf | DOC NUM 3: X
éﬁ/{/ ML .. TECHLAW N3:__..-- e \

| BRI UN T

'DOC TYPE 4: .M L - \

b oo won 2: I.Z_ 02 73}5::0

. pociNuM -
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April 16, 1975

Same letter To addresses below,

.,\
:
B
e
s
wte
S

Re! Landfilling of sludge

You ars hereby authroized to accept for landfill aw oximately
120,000 cublie yards of sludge (rom the Gerogla-Pacific Co, GaryInd,
sludge drying beds., This sludge is to be hauled from the Ga-Pacific
sludge beds by the Independent Sanitation Co of Merrilibille, Ind

This authority is for a one GLime landfill ap:lication only
and only by the Independent wanitation Co, Acceptance of this
innocous material is made on the condition that application will
be on clay ground at your disposal site and will be covered, after
completion of the disposal operation, by a minimum oi one foot of
clay earth, Also,-please note, that this approvai ls for landfilling
at your site for the Independent Sanitation Co only.

If you have any further cuestlons, please callm this office

and weo will be glad %o assist you,

YTy
Same letter to
Mr. Vince X _Zarl@nga, Supt and ¥r., Walter Samocki, prhs
Bongl Construetion Lo . Samockl Construction Co
PO Bos 63l : 5030 Industrial Highway
Gary Indiana Gary, Indiana

with carbon copy to

¥Mr, T. Crumpton, VP
Indenpendent Waste Systems, inc
PO Box 8206

Kerrillvilie, Indilana
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April 16, 1975

To: P. I.. Stevens and Brian Opel
From: Rj; Cleaton

Re: Gerogia-Pacific Sludge drylng bed waste

After veveated attempts to get the subject Company to remove the
dried sludge from their. sludge beds I find that I have been success-
full., yhe Yompany has contacted several disposal firms for

removal and landfilling of this innocous sludge so that the Company
can continue to use this dewatering bed process without overflowing
into the adjacent Grand Calumet River,

Accordingly Independent Waste Systems of &¥% Merrillvile,
on€of the hopeful bldders has adked that I meke an inspection of
two sites and wrlte a letter of recommendation as to the acceptance
of these sites for the landlfilling of this sludge.

Today 1 did make such an inspection and find that voth the
Bongl Construction Co and Samokei Construction Co have acceptable
sitesfor the disposal of this sludge, Both sltes have deep pits
where sand has been mined., The bofttom of the pits are on blue
clay and, I am told,that this clay 1s approx 25 %o Lo foot in depth
‘In_taﬁﬁng with the supervisors of each proposed land £fill site, '
T pointed out to them the various conditions of acceplbance of their
site as the application of this sludge, These conditions ingluded
a minimum daily cover and a final cover as stated in the
accompanying letter, The sites as visualy inspection appear to
be idealy sutied for this type of landfill, The water table is
practically nonexistent and a fiym clay bage 1s present, Cover
materisl could be obtained from on-site clay, I also made apparent
to each Company that this was not a licnse to begin indugtrial land-
filling but was only a one time operation and for this material
only., T tried to communicate to each Company that acceptanc e of
other materials could cause ligigation and pollutifn because of
interaction of different materials. '

On this basis, I am recommending eith of the Uompanies for
landfill of this sludge only.

P




Special Projects Certification Worksheet

Generator G2 org ”/at:gfﬂ Date 5‘//0
Address _ / Certification No._00%J°/
o iz Evaluator e

Waste PU;?'/F "(\w/;?*
Disposal Site —=

Comments: {Provide the necessary information to document your review
of the waste. Record all contacts and resources consulted).
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2000 Dombey Road v A
Portage, Indiana 46368
219/762-8588/9
w2 Gow T30
[_eader Industries, Inc. %'Hr{)‘ Cﬂ”ﬂ;}‘} \_Li‘? . Protecting Our Environment .
. \l‘zﬁs}}. f‘h Ly

June 29, 1990 DEM

Indiana Dept of Environment

Offices of Solid & Hazardous Waste Mgmt
105 South Meridian Street

Indianapolis, IN 46206

Dear Sir or Madam:

Please find enclosed a Special Waste Certification Application form
along with analysis. The proposed site for disposal of soil is
Wheeler Landfill.

My client is getting close te his 90 days and would like to move
the material as soon as possible. Your prompt attention in this

matter will be greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,

V\/L_th;/QELi%;;kﬁtw_<wdy

Mark Ball
Vice President/Operations

Enclosure

MB/rw



Special Waste Certification
plication -

Indiana Department of
Environmental Management
Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management .
105 South Meridian Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Telephone 317/232-4473 s
cility
Name (:;n'::cli‘ﬁ\\(’\, Q’n_,\&t;ft. C(-’-YLO* Name %R"V\.Qu l
Address 9.0, ax S 2 - Address e €
;QACL ‘X&LC/‘& UQL@kﬁ %3“€?{3
lake / Cfmfe‘ ;S Hewoy / J /
(County) (City) (Stats) {Zip) {County) (Clty) (State)  (Zip)
Technical ‘Contact and Telephone # Comaét and Telephone #
erd Uedshpnnd 2094016490 S:’&‘w\_t’, :

Waste Name: o = A upﬁ_ﬁﬂq 01 o
Process name: ' '
Brief description of the Process: 1, Thot 1058 Cnitiey . w Weried

GL; ’\‘\\l’h 9 E,
i

Anticipated quantity and disposal frequency (cubic yards /year): .‘L/O'\{GKS

Typs of waste containsrs (drums, bulk, rollofis, st} - Dai g olb¥s

Proposed disposal site 1, \n ¢ 2lag \cu\cff\ h L

ke

[ hereby certify that the information in thiS'app!ication is true and accurate to the best of my
knowledge, and that this waste s not a hazardous waste as dsfined in 329 IAC 3.

Ve YenShavw A4 O%nfm Ay Ik,
Generator Name(type or print) Signdture /E)ate _
Title

3/89



Special Waste Certification Application (p2 of 4)

Applicant (if other than generator) _5ropsed Disposal Site

Name Name Uil bl Opp No.
Address ' Address S5k el (A0 s “Verne A ek

Awhe el (agy HENS

/ ‘ / _ V&@GE‘K-! Uohec e / Z\ Ny / W inedr
(County) (City) (State) ~ (Zip) {County) (City) (State)  (Zip)’
Technical Contact and Telephone # Contact and Telephone # .
TN oW C\LU Ty a i

Vool “ -
Laboratory Sample Collector
Name “Tenico ldboodedia Name er o RACES e
Address U150 T Nckiond &ua. Address HoCo T.):mﬂ()aau‘ Vel
g%hﬁ:(@hhiké- Ind Ypris” Qﬁ@ﬂ?%aéi vty Heeane¥
(County) LC\E'—Q; : (County) H;, XA
Tgchnicai ng_tact and Telephone # Contact and Telephone # T
Corvpregin NG - B 79 - 2SO il Asssme. YT T

Have there been any changes in the process, volumes or raw materlals since the last
certification? Yes_ No ;K__ if yes, attach a brisf explanation.

Are you aware of any other facts or éifébmstaﬁgéé which ﬁéve, or could have, altered the physical
characteristics or chemical composition of the waste? Yes_  No K.
If yes, provide a brlef explanation.

3/89



Spécral Waste Certification Application (p3 of 4) SAMPLE No.
(Attach a separate page for each analysm)

| IWWaste Characteristics: (attach MSD Sheets if available)

Physical stata: ?_V’Sohd __ Semi-solid __ liquid __ Powder ___ Other
Percent solids /00 %

Fire, explosion, or spontaneous ignition hazard? Yes_ = No &

Does this waste contain: Free liquids? 48 PCB's? & Asbestos?_& Solvents?_ﬂ)_
Qdor? None j_ Mild___ Strong . Describe:

Representative Sampling Information
Date sample was collacted:
Was a sampling plan used? Yes_ No¥ If so, attach a copy.

s the sample represantative of the wasta? e
Sample type: __ grab ¥ composite :
Analysis: (attach'labnratorg sheets and support data)
Laboratory that performed the analysis: Tewco
is the waste a listed hazardous waste as defined in 329 [AC 37~ Yos_  No o
Ignitability (flash point) (DOO1YSZR°F ( °¢)
Corrosivity (pH}(D002)__
Reactivity (D003) Total(CN___ ppm S___ppm) Reaé'five(CN_ppm S ppm)

Constituent* Total (mg/kg)| EP TOH (mg/1){ TCLP (mg/!)
Arsenic Doo4 '
Barium D005
Cadmium D00s.

Chromium D007
Lead D008
Mercury Doos
Selenium DO10
Silver DO1t
Endrin ** Do12
Lindane ** D013
Methoxychlor** D014
Toxaphene** Da15
2.4 D *x. LO16
2,45 TP (Silvex)**D017

- 3/89
*Provide either the EP Tox or TCLP results as appropriate.

Total values are acceptable if they are below the RCRA limits.

** If there is a reason to believe that these pesticides are present, then the
analytical data is required.



Special Waste -Certification ~Application = (p4 lof’ 4)

(for optronal* data and resmcted waste CIaSSlfiCailon)_

‘-Chemical

Tatal (mg/kg)

T ;.-.s‘.\'. LT :‘#l.‘

\.- .

Sample No

TCLP (mg/1) -

-\'1(‘:

Neutral
Leach(myg/n

Barium -

ey

‘Boron ~

"~ "Copper

Cyanide, Total

Fluoride

Iron

Manganese
Nicke! A

Fhenols

Sodium

Sulfate

Sulfide, Total

Total dissolved solids

Zinc

PCB  (mg/kg)

bH -

L

Yint

* It may not be necessary to complete this page, but provide all data available.

The neutral leachate test is required to determme the res
-. classification as defined:in =329 IAC PR 4

L

1 B

(39

stricted waste. type

.5-3/89 &




TENCO LABORATORIES DIVN. OF THX, INC.

1150 Junction Avenue - Schererville, Indiana 46375
1-219-322-2560 @ 1 -80-428-3311

REPORT 102 7 Date: 6/5/90

Bill HMisszal

CMC Reed: 5723750

2000 Dombey Rd

Portage, IN 46358 0o #: 22-1927

DESCRIPTION: ——> 0il, Gravel & Sand | meximm
mless othermeiss noted: 3 i £3 concentraticr |
i :_n AURLE p’;ﬁ ed; o Georgia Pacific {metals only]
lion mp“’;ﬁ | 5/23/90

PARAMETERS:v

AS RECEIVED TOTAL REACTIVE TOTAT P TOXICITY

FLASHPOINT~{140°F) >200°F {Qpen Cup} i _SILVER <0.002 5.0 ppm
Percent Acidity ARSENIC <0.010 5.0 ppm
Percent Alkalinity - BARITM 0.376 100.0 ppm
3E {(2-12 . 5%%) CADMIUM <{.002 1.0 ppm
’ercent Total Solids CHRORI Y UM * 3 C.035 5.0 ppm
SULFIDE MERCURY <0.0001 .2 ppm
JYANIDE LEAD . £0.010 5.0 ppm
L SELENI UM : <G.010 1.0 ppm

Painf Filter Test Pass

E
*¥¥% Total

¥¥ Allowablie Range

contigiod bg: (Lt mir, {14 Lt



TENCO LABORATORIES Page 1 of 2
BPM INDUSTRIES )
1130 Junction Avenue ~ Bohererville, Indiana 46375
: 1-219-322-2560 @ 1-800-428-3311
- Pate: 99
s HPORT IO ate:  6/5/
CMC Reed:  5/23/90
2000 Dombey Rd ; / .‘f
Porta.ge, IN 48368 &0 #: 291997
EPA METHOD
o ‘taboxalony Smp 10 Wo.z| oo i
DESCRIPTION: —> | 031, SG;na; el Detection
[ 228 othenwise noted; Georgia Limit
ne:au,g,te, L pents pen Pacific
million - ppm] !
PARAMNETERS:v 5723780
Acetone ND 1 mefice
Benzene ND 1 mg/kg
a-Butyl Aleshol WD i 1 mgikg
Carbor Disulfide ND 1 mg/kg.
]
- Carbon Tetrachloride D 1 mg/kg
Chilorobenzene o 1 mgikg
Cresols ND i mg/kg
& ylic Acia XD 1 mg/kg
Cyclohexanons XD 1 xg/kg
o-Dichlors Benzene D I mg/kg
Ethoxy Ethanol D 1 wg/kg
Bty Benzene KD 1implkg
Ethvl Ether _ ND 3 mg/ke
Isobutancl. ND 1 nefkg
Methanol KD 1 mgfke
¥ethylene Chioride KD 1wk
HD=Rot Detected



TENCTO LABORATORIES Poge 2 of 2
BPM INDUSTRIES
1150 Junction Avenue - Schererville, indiana 48375
1-219-322-2560 @ 1-800-428-3311
REPORT T0: ' Pate:  g/5/790
Bill ¥Wissal
CHC Rezed:. s5/23/20
2000 Dombey R4 ] .
Portage, IK 48368 @0 #: 22-1827
Labonatony Sep I0 No.:|  ,:1cq0q : ]
DESCRIPTION: — > Oiié; S‘;ﬁi“fﬂ Det?ctiou
IL 88 othewsise noted; | Georgia
RESULLS An parts pen Pacific
midlion - ppm] l
PARAMRETERS:v 5/23/90
Methyl Ethyl Ketooe WD) 1 mefxs
Hedhvi Iscbl::ti:g'f Ketbone ND 1 melke -
Bitrobenzena WD 1 mglkg
Z2¥itro Propane ND L mglkg
Pyridine ND Lopflem
Tetrachloroethylene RD 3 mg ik
Tolaene ND 1 mp kg
_I" "~hloroethylene ND 1 mg/ke
1.1.1~Prichloroethane ND 1 melke
1.1.2-Prichlorcethsne iy 1wk
1.3.2-T3chiore
1-2-§—Triﬁmmethane ND T T 2 S
Frichlorofinoromethane ND 1 mgfkg
Iviene ND 1 mefke
WD=Rot Detected , .
- L mwe T 33 A) Ny - 1-{: . ra ~



TENCO LABORATORIES
BPM INDUSTRIES
1150 Junction Avenue - Scherenville, Indiana 46375
1-218-322-2560 @ 1-8B0D-428-33711

REPORT TO: Date: 5/5/80
Bill Missz]l
CHC Reod: 5/23/90
2000 Dombey Rd

Portage, IN 48368

w ¥ 22-1997
EPA METHOD S¥ 846-8080

Laboratony Smp ID No,: AA15963

DESCRIPTION: —»3 01{&, Sige;vel
{48 othenwise moted; Georgia
resulls in milligramf Pacific
kilogham - mgfig I
PARAHETERS:v 5/23/80
PCB's as: T

ARQCHEOR 1016

ARCCELCR 1297

AROCHICR 1232

AROCELOR 12Lp

ARCCHIOR 1248

_AROCHLOR 1254

gEEBIEEEMS

A JHLOR 1260

Nb=NHot Detected at 1 mg ke,
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT

105 South Meridian Street

PO, Box 6015
Indianapolis  46206-6015
Telephone  317/232-8603

Soelid Waste Disposal

Case No, 00451
Explres _5/30/91

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management, Office
of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management, has reviewed the
request for disposal of: :

Paper sludge

generated by:

' Georgia~Pacific Corporation
P.0. Box 4326
Gary, IN 46404

This waste is a solid waste and may be disposed of at any
Indiana State Permitted Sanitary Landfill. It is recommended
that you provide a copy of this disposal form to your Solid
Waste Transporter and to the disposal site accepting the
waste material. If you Have any questions, please contact
staff or myself at AC317-232-4473.

Y /o Lo [ C b b1

Steven H. Poe _Date George Olivelé, Chief. Date

Environmental Scientist Special Projects Section
Office of Solid and Hazardous

Waste Management
An Equal Opportunity Employer




Mﬁ»@"ﬂ‘ﬁilﬁ:-%ﬁ aneal
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INDEPENDENT WASTE SYSTEMS Inc.
P. O. Box 269 P. O. Box 8206 P.O. Box 176
g & Grifﬁh, Ind. 46319 Merrillville, Ind, 46410 Lowell, Ind. 46356
fe syste®s B 769-3419 — 769-3410 s
T : Commercial — Industrial — Residential
SOLID WASTE LIQUID WASTE

May 13, 1975

MAY 1 5 1975
. INDIAKA STATE B0ARD OF HEaTy |
Mr. Briaa Opel ;
Indiana State Board of Health w EAGNEERING EIESIH!L

Solid Waste Management Division
1330 West Michigan Street
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Dear Sir:

An analysis of the sludge which we propose to landfill
at Bongi Construction, Clark Road, Gary, Indiana or
Samocki Construction, Industrial Highway, Gary, Indiana,
is 'as follows:

R5% Water B apet
% 14% Solids
1% Bio-Degradable Materials
{No heavy metals have been noticed in the analysis)

We would appreciate your approval for this wmethod and site
of disposal or any suggestions you may offer.

Thanks for your cooperatiom.

Very truly yours,

Vice President ‘and General Mgr.

™C:ifk

)Q% NoW xacwwb 4 tmﬁﬁoﬁ*\i&} C“\Q‘Q\’S g.\""?:

CALUMET ARFA e CEDAR LAKE s CROWN POINT ¢ DeMOTTE @ GARY o HOBART.-' ¢ LAKE DALE e LOWELL
LAKE VILLAGE o MERRILLVILLE e ROSELAWN o SCHERERVILLE ‘s ST. JOHN ° SUMAVA RESORTS
. OTHER SOUTH LAKE COUNTY COMMUNITIES




HAZARDOUS WASTE WORK SHEET

s

GENERATOR £ T Y (\ A~
ADDRESS
{ A - -
TELEPHONE l::l PG A TN e W)

PERSON(S).CONTACTED

Waste Description (process, treatment,
characteristics, i.e., percent solids}

dewatering device, chemical characteristics, physical .
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G- orgiaPacific @&

intracompany memo

location Gary, IN

lo Ken Renshaw
from Brian Warsham location Atlanta, GA
subject Sludge Pond Permit date June 10, 1982

I have reviewed our files and find no solid waste permit; however, since
we only store wastes there and then periodically have the wastes removed
to a landfill, the ponds should be considered storage and not disposal.
Attached is a letter from the State which indicates that they are aware
of our operations, but no permit was required at that time.

Also, as requested, I have included some information on completing an
SPCC plan. One 1is a general guideline with sections that may not apply
to your operation. Also, attached is a plan for G-P Grand Rapids, Michigan

which is a good example,

If you have any questions o¥ need any other information, please contact

me,
-

Tt ‘

B. C. W.

BCW/ds

ce:  Fred McCaig

Atbachret /3.5

COGRI 1Z 81}



Gary Municipal Airport Authority Disteict
Eéﬁ%% ' AIRPORY BOARD OF AUT;{ORITY

ELIZABETH WILLIAMSON, President
GAIL PUGH HARRIS, Vice:President
VICTOR THORNTON, Secretary

JOHN BOWMAN, Commissioner

June 20, 1983

Special Projects Section
Land Pollution Control Division

n o7 L
8
- | o
28 ==
Indiana State Board of Health 3 3‘":_
1330 West Michigan Sireet . =3 e
Indianapolis, IN 46206 o
RE: NEED FOR FILL MATERIAL TO BE USED
* IN CONJUNCTION WITH A LANDSCAPING
PROJECT ON THE GARY AIRPORT

Gentlemen:

We are requesti.ng approval to move approximately 200,000 cubic yards of
Georgia Pacific dehydrated paper pulp on to various depressions on the airport
" for landscaping purposes.

We have a need for a material that will readily grow grass.

Your immediate consideration of this request will be gre"atly appreciated.
Yours truly,

A.William Douglas, Ph.D., P.E.

Executive Director

AWD:bjr

ce: file

A, WILLIAM DOUGLAS, Ph.D., P.E
6131 INDUSTRIAL HIGHWAY

GARY, INDIANA 48406 (219) 9499722




GBary Municipal Airport Authority Bistrict

R
E_«_'. %’;Z‘;;g;f;j-vﬁw AIRFORYT BOARD OF AUTHORITY
,fifbi':ﬁ ff‘:{?} ELIZABETH WILLIAMSON, PRESIDENT
B GAIL H. HARRIS, VICE-PRESIDENT
VICTOR THORNTON, SECRETARY

JUN 2 Y ]984# ' JOHN BOWMAN, COMMISSIONER

RICHARD GORDOM HATCHER
MAYOR

ARG EM e sy

i END 23 R TRGHAENT

L MANAGEIEN B

e e, " &
T R T e

June 21, 1984

Mr, Ralph C, Pickard

Technical Secretary
Environmental Management Board
1330 West Michigan Street

P, O, Box 1964

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206

Re: Disposal of Dehydrated Paper Pulp
from Georgia Pacific
Gary, Indiana

On June 20, 1983, we requested approval to move approximately 200,000
cubic yards of Georgia Pacific Dehydrated Paper Pulp onto various de-
pressions of the airport for landscaping purposes.

Though not mentioned in our letter, we were informed that Ceorgia Pacific
had a need to dispose of the dehydrated paper pulp at a site other than the
present site being utilized by them.

Recently we noted that their original site is still being extensively utilized
by Georgia Pacific, and only a miniscule amount has been placed at Gary
Airport,

We at Gary Airport would like to know if the Georgia Pacific site remains an
approved site for disposal of the dehydrated pﬁ%fer pulp since this would
affect the amount of dehydrated paper pulp t it would be placed here at Gary
Alrport,

We have not been able to get any information from Georgia Pacific or
Clark Material Handling, Inc., on the disposal of the dehydrated paper pulp.

If voul have dny questions co_ncemirig' this reduest, please contact me at
(219) 949-9722,

Sincerely yours,

A G2

A. William Douglas, Ph.B., P.E.

AED:llg
ce: Georgia Pacific

A. WILLIAM DOUGLAS, PH.D,, P.E.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
6131 INDUSTRIAL HIGHWAY GARY, INDIANA 46408 {21901 0o49-9722



Georgia-Pacific Corporation Second Place and Waite Street
P.O. Box 4326
Gary, Indiana 46404
Telephone (219} 882-1640

JULY 20, 1982

MR. GEORGE OLIVER

INDIANA STATE BOARD OF HEALTH
DIVISION OF LAND POLLUTION CONTROL
1330 W, MICHIGAN ST,

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46206

RE; OUR PHONE CONVERSATION ABOUT A WEEK AGO

teA e

3 40 0UY0T BAVLS
ey iEs BRI LT 407N

DEAR GEORGE:

WE WOULD LIKE TO HAVE SOME OF THE SLUDGE REMOVED FROM TWO HOLDING BASINS,
WE WOULD LIKE TO KNOW WHAT LANDFILLS WE CAN HAUL IT TO,

THE AVERAGE SOLIDS IN ONE BASIN IS 24% AND IN THE OTHER 32%

THE CHEMICAL ANALYSIS OF THE TWO BASINS 15 AS FOLLOWS:

CONTAMINANT 1 2
ARSENIC < 0,06 £0,08
BARIUM 0.3 £ 1.0
CADIMUM <0,01 £0,01
CHROMIUM £.0,04 40,08
LEAD ) 0,2 0.1
MERCURY < 0,001 20,001
SELENIUM 0 0.02
SILVER 0 0

WE ARE A.PAPER MILL THAT MAKES INDUSTRIAL TOWELING, THE TYPE OF PAPER
TOWELS FOUND IN PUBLIC REST ROOMS, WE MAKE ABOUT 80 TONS PER DAY,
QUR FURNISH IS WASTE PAPER, .

THE LIQUIDR. INDUSTRIAL WASTE IS PROCESSED THROUGH A PRIMARY CLARIFIER,

THE SLUDGE FROM THE CLARIFIER IS PUMPED TO THE HOLDING BASINS, MENTIONED
ABOVE, TO THICKEN, '

HOPE THIS IS THE INFORMATION YOU.NEED. PLEASE CALL IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTICNS,

THANK YOU VERY MUCH,
SINCERELY,

,ﬁ_/Mm//% J Jpona /-

KENNETH J, RENSHAW
TECHNICAL DIRECTOR




1111 East 54th Strest, Dunnington Buildin:
WALTERF. JONES, Jr. Indianapolis, indiana 46221
ATTORNEY AT LAW {317) 257-4066 255-3869 634.-631:

. . ’
July 5, 1983 %’/M

Special Projects Section

Land Poliution Control Division
‘Indiana State Board of Health
1330 West Michigan Street
Indianapolis, IN 46206

RE: Application for S Tusion
Gary Municipal Ai
Authority Distric
6131 W. Industria

Gary, Indijana

r

@E&fg GUYOE AUYLS |
3704 INY1 20 “Arg
EisHE TS 0] § 7

—l h
—=10Y.

Wy .

Gentlemen:

I.enclose herewith an original Application for Site Exclusion for the
above referenced site located at 6131 Industrial Highway, Gary,
Indiana.

Additional enc]oﬁures include:

1. Chemical analysis of Georgia Pacific dehydrated paper
pulp by E.M.S., Inc.

2. Indiana Geological Survey Map, wherein the proposed site
s identified.

If any additional information .is required, please do not hesitate to
contact the undersigned. Thank you for your consideration in this
~matter.

Sincerely,

“MZVW)

“Walter F. Jobks, Jr.
Attorrey at Law

E WFJmaa
ﬁ Enclosure

CC: Charles Scott
Robert G. Grant




Application for Site Exclusion

This procedure has been established for high volume, low risk waste streams. The need
for dispusal of these wastes in approved areas other than sanitary TandfiTls has been
recognized. In most cases this type of material puses Tittle or no threat to the
environient, or public health.

It is the inteut of this procedure to identify these
residues and allow for their disposal in an organized and orderly manner.

This procedure will be implemented using a two-step process. The generator must first
supply the Special Projects Section with a chemical analysis of the waste. The apalysis
will be waste specific for parameters requested. ' The landowner must then petition for an
exclusion for the land disposal of each specific waste. Each application and petition
“will be considered on a case by case basis when it is received at the following address.
. Special Projects Section
‘Land Potlution Control Division

a Cc-:-.
.. Mi ,AC.;.‘,_‘A,,AAA.:;._;,,._
Indiana State Board of Health ERR SRR
1330 West Michigan Street e '
Indianapoiis, 1IN 46206 £ S5
e . 2 -
: s : . S5 ¥
. o=
AppTicant (Name and Address) “[Property Ouner {Name and AddresfFE ==.
. ga cs
Clank Material Handling, Inc. .Gary Mpnicipal Airport Auﬁhbr%t?“ﬂistri:t
Clark Road  PO.Box 74 6131 W. Industrial Huy.
Gary, Indiana 46312 Gary, Indiana 46406
Source of Waste (Generator} . ) ~|Descripfion -of Waste
. Gegigid Pacific _ . [ ' Déhydrated paper Pulp :
Waite & 2nd Plade . " . : - L -
) Gal::v;" I.ﬁd_iana ﬁﬁ&t’w ' ) .
lGeneral Information Expected Volunte. . :
Numbef of acres to be.excluded 290 A. Cubic Yards?00,000 or . 4 ine-
-T@ta1 acres of prbpértyigxﬁl;g;_ .} . Tons , o
. |- -Planned Tife of facifity : ‘ . per \Day Homth Year (circle one)
Please inelude the following: ' '
: A} The location of the proposed exclusion site.

B) The Tegal description of the proposed exclusion site.
C} USDA {United States Department of Agriculture) soils maps, an

’ d related soils
limitation sheets or d USGS (United States Geological Service} Topographical map if - .
soil maps are unavailable. Please outline the proposed area on the map which is
provided. . ' : '

Additional information may be requestéd'after a staff review of the application.




. Additional Requirements

A} If other waste material is to be~disposed of a’written request must be submitted
ahd approved bqfore any disposal takes place. L ’

B) Should any nuisance or pollution condition be created from the disposal site (i.e.
dust, oddr, siltation.of neighboring streams or ponds, rodent harborage, etc.) inmediate
“corrective action shall be -initiated by-the owner or operator or both to rectify the
situation: S B L :
C) Only specifically approved wastes may be disposed of on site. Any other
nonapproved. disposal will necessitate open dump enforcement action against the site.
Restricted site access.is required to control open dumping. : : S

_D)Eypoﬁ'combTetibn of